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To the Reader. 


to Roger Widdringtops Sa,, 

2 (cation, af 
'Gatbolibes'; "and: partly 

inſtru and appeal more ul. 


ly th . 
elle I ; ale the 


faid Oath, then you were. inſtru- 
Aed By: * dat fall Ag 


Co e's" e 


Lambo e annex, for your bet: 
ter igt gion, d litele Aduition, or 
— the aforeſayd New- 
AS i nepon occaſlon of a Re 
Pl. Na Religions *Pyieft hath 
made · co very learned Rowan- 
Cauholile, ianſwer to diuers diffi 
cultics, goudts and ſeruples, which 
he obieRed againſt the ſayd Mem- 
neeres giyr v Explirntins'of the 
Oiab By which Reply yo hay 
chearely fer thut this difficult, dan 
25 , gerous, 


M eh RealeF. 
gerous q and:Jeandaſous:comre= 
nerſie; of ing the Popeõ“mio· 
nitie to printer und the dub 
of Alegenανν is how in ſotne ſort 
broughtrto a finall iſſue, for that 
all the exceptions} wic hhiherto 
hauebeenevrged; or with atyruos 
four of reaſon may bee alledgedia 
gainit theaforeſayd 0ath, are tally 
farisfiedby theſe foure generallaſ: 


ſertions which partly in the. Ve. 


jeeres gift, and partly im this Ad. 
inder are made fo plaine and ma- 
nifeft, that ao man of learning and 
conſcience.” can contradict the 
3. The firft afertionis;that it is 


a doctrine truely probabie (ir being 


approued by o many learned Ca- 
tholike Diuines, and Lawyers, 

both ancient and moderne; con- 
firmed by ſo many publike Decrees 


of the Parliament of Paris; groun- 


ded" vpon ſ many pregnant 
DROP A 3 proofes, 


To the Reader, 
provfes, which are taken from the 
authority ofthe holy Serittares, the 
_ dodrineofthe — Fachers, the 
practice of the Frimitine Church, 
and diuers other Theological rea · of fail 
ſons) — gang wer” rf like 


pawer; or authority, to depoſe ab 
ſolute Princes, or to diſpoſe "(cher 
Cream lines, for any cauſe, 
crime, end, or good: whatſoeuer. 
And this A ertion is ſo maniſeſt, 
that the moſt learned and Ilaſtri- 


the rexonion of thoſe, who ſhould de. 
to be — 

| * butalſo (which-is more to bee ad- 
1 — 
ps | 6 as e 
Lua thought it abſurd for any man to 
e 

on Cares 


- _ — 1 — — 
1 — — f — ꝗ == ; 
* 4 = — 1 
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power, do wit, wh iceipty or ap 
the imagination, concept, Sf 
cobarica of leartied Cintwolibes; 


ful 


NSS Nr. IABPRY PIPE Kr r 


the Reader” 

of his Dominions, vnder ptetence 
of any ſprobable title: which is 
grounded vpon an vncertaine ſpi- 
ricuali untho mie, eſpecially ſuppo- 
ſing ( which is moſſt certaine) that 
Chrifh bath leſt in his Church a 
peaceable way ta ſinde aut, and de- 
cide infallibly the truth and cer- 
taintyof all ſich\controucrſed and 
daudtfulltitles 3. That it is — 
certaines and out of all controuer- 
ſie, thata lawifſull Prince, who is in 


peaceable poſſeſſid of his Domini- 
— — himſelf, 
& hizDominibaktgainſt all ſuch, 

chat ſhall inuaidohim & his Coun- 


key — 
death, as Trayteiuts, of enemies 
todas Crowne and State, that ſnall 
in haſtile manner aſniult hinv and 
his Dominions . 
| * 


Tobe Reade. 

any ſuch vncertaine; and contro- 
verſed right and authority. And 
theſe emo aſſertians do make cleare 
the Second: Branch oſ tlie Oath, 
wherein is acknowledged, That the 
Pope hath not apy power, or authori- 
tie, to depoſe the King, to abſolue bis 
Subietts from their allegeance, ar to 
ethorige any forreine Prince to in- 
wade, or anno) him, or bis Coun- 

wies, &c. . N 
. The third aſſertion is, chat e- 
— —— is either 
rectly aud EXPrIencly r nant 
to the Word of God, —ͤ— 64 
ly; vertually, and by a neceſſarie 
conſequence deduced from tw 
premiſes, whereof the ane is ex | 
preſſely contained in the holy Seri- 
dure „ and the ather euidently 
 knowne by the light of nature, is, 
bothin the opinion of Proteftants, 
and alſo of moſt C atholile Diuines, 
truely and properly hereticuil, 2 
| * 


1 . 
213. _ 


To the Reader. 
that the Chorch hath not any a 
thoritie to make any Catholike ve- 
rity, or hereſie, but onely to de- 
clare it, when there is made any 
doubt thereof; and to make it 
knowne to all Catholikes, which 
before her declaration was not 
knowneto all; but — ſome, 
more or leſſe, who ſaw the neceſſi 


ty of the conſequence deduced . & 


from both the premiſes. And by 
this S ſerdia de veritie of the 
Fourth Reench is inde plaine and 
manifeſt, for chat all rhe ſtiſfe im- 
pugners of the Oath, doe ground | 
all cheir exceptions againſt that 
Branch, vpon the word{hereticall.] 
tions are cleared all the particular 
Branches of the Oath, for tharvp- 
on the verity of the Serond, and 


To the Reader. 
the Firſt Branch, wherein aur Saut 
Lord King James is acknow- 
2 75 the lawful and righeſal 
of. this Realme cc. — 
ty is ſo cleere and manifeſt, 


hurt be ſo impious and 
— as to take the 
the ſame. 
'6 The Fourth afſertionis, thatie it 
no diſobedience, or irreuerence 
zpainſt the See ApoFolike for Ca- 


d ftholikes not to obey the Popes 
- {| commandement,whenſocuer they 
laue doubt, that it is vniuſt, andin . 3 


0 ( 
— 


to his 
ons of their doubt. This «ſz 
las is in plaine & expreſſe tearmes . 
ſet downe by that moſt learned rie of — 


To theReate?. 
Diuines, grounded vpon matiifeſti . 
reaſon, and ſufficiently confirmed mew 
by the Canon Law it ſelfe, in C. ba ' ** 
ſi quando, extra, de Reſeriptis; where wine, { | 

Pope Alexander the third giueth Ty bs 
this aduertiſement to the Archli. = 

. ſhop of Rauenns, that he angbt eithey Md. 8 . 
to obey the ſaid Popes: commande: 5 an 
ment, which he enioyned him by —— | 
his Brezes, or elſe by his letters to doudte 

geeld a reaſonable cauſ wih he ought 
not to obey it. Whereupon obſerne, tic Hol 
ſaith the Giaſſe, expounding that fa 0 
Canon, that the Superiours commas- aber 
dement ought either to be obeptdora I dt 
cauſe to be yeelded, why it is not obey- nie 

ed. Seeing therefore: that M. ii. ie 
dringtas hach by diuerſe publike I 4 — 
and printed letters ſigniſied to his ee. 

Holineſſe in moſt humble manner Fenn 

thereaſons, why:Engliſh Catho- 

kes thinke themſelues bound not 
z to obey his Brauer forbidding the 
eee 


NE” 


roy! 
auſe 


klſe vn 
of othe 


ou 
- 
1 
a a 
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Luthe Reader. 


„r, and his adherents, vpon tw 
Nery falſe ſuppoſitions, The one, 
tat the Popes power to excommuni 
ate is deny ed in the Oath , which 
zmanifeſtly falſe, Ihe other, that his 
power to depoſe Princes is an vn- 
doubred point of faith, which is no 
kſſ-vntrue; neither as yet hath he, 
of other Catholikes receiued from 
lis Holineſſe, or any other, any an- 
ſyere or ſatis faction of theſe their 


— doubts, truely wy cannot be iuſt- 
0. ly taxed of any diſobedience, or 


treuerence againſt his Holineſſe, 

for nor obeying his Breues in the 

aforeſaid caſe, but contratiwiſe (as 

in a caſe not much vnlike very well 
oblerueth and proueth, that holy q .,,,, 

and learned Bi of Lincolue, Marth. paris 
8. Kabert, a in anſivere to certain ., , 
Neuen of Pope Innorentius the e. 
= fourth, 


urtl, which he thought vniuſt) it 
= diſobedience , irreuerence 
and rebellion againſt God, and the 
See Apoitolike to obey any ſucl 
' Brezes, which are grounded vpon 
falſe informations, and ſuppoſiti-M 
ons, and tend to ſo great dilhonor, 
and iniurie of his Maieſty, and the 949 
whole kingdome. + - - 
7 So that with farre greater et 
reaſon might be taxed with diſo- 
bedience and irreuerence againſt I * 
the See A ite, not only the a - 
ſoreſaid holy Biſbop S. Robert, for 
the cauſe d, but alſo that 
moſt learned and religious Domi- 
. wicus Soto, and other famous Di- c 
nins, for contradicting the Pope 
| Bregesconcerning their diſpenſa · KC 
tions in dee conſum-. Her 
2 


 Tothe Reader. 


i dow at all of probabilitie,* then . „ yourm in 
ington, and other Engliſh 4.Di#.7. 
Catholikes, may be iuſtly taxed of 5+ 
any diſobedience, or irreuerence 
againſt the See Apoffolite for con- 
i. tradicting the Popes Breues, which 
forbid the Oath, as conteyning init 
u things flat contrarie ts faith 
and ſaluatian, and: for ſaying, that 
he erred therein, following the bad 
5 tion and opinion of Card. 
Bellarwine, & other Teſuites, which 
bath in it a farre leſſe ſhew and 
ſhadow of probabilitie, then hath 
© the _—_ of the Canoniits — 
. cerning the Po wer to diſ- 
| pence in — 2 conſum- 
nate Marriage : for that all the 
voꝛld now ſeeth plainly, that nei- 
im- ¶ ther the Popes power to excommu- 
ate is denied in the Oath, nor 


— — 


— 


 mvihe Reader. 
ned Catholikes, and which there: 


fore anght not to hinder the reunion 
of theſe, who fbould deſire to be r, re. 


Seca conciled to the Church* 


Peron 
aboue num. 


3» 


8 Oonſidering therefore, the 
the aforeſaid fevre'generall polit. 
ons are now made ſo plaine and 
maniteſt , that no man of learning 
and conſcience can with any co- 
lour.of reaſon contradict them, 
and that by them all the chiefe at- 
guments, Which can be obiected 
either againſt any particular clauſe 
of che Oath,oragainſt the Oath in 
generall in regard of the Popes 
Breues forbidding the ſame only 
in generall tearmes, are moſt clear - 
ly anſwered, I beſeech and adiure 
2 (my deare Catholike brethren) 
= joue you beare to Gd, by 

dutie you owe to your Prince 
and Cauntrey,'and by the care you 
3 your eternall ſal- 
mon that you will not any lon· 


ben — 


To the Reader. 
ger, for 2 or — _ = 
im e, cj indirect, 
ng, and an. thr courſes; 
ſo mianifeft a truth, to the great in- 
iurie and IR of _ Soue- 
name, to the great ſcandall of your 
— great — of 
your temporal and ſpirituall ouer- 
throw. For aſſure your ſelues, that 
Truth is great, will in the end 
ſreuaile, fand rather then it ſhall be f 3. 
ouercome, God almightie, the Au- 
thowr of all Tyuth, yea and Truth it 
ſelfe, will raiſe vp Babes & Infants 
to defend it, to the confuſion of 
the greateſt Rallins, that ſhall im- 
pugne the ſame : and into what 
danger you caft your ſoules cither 
by coyning new articles of faith,or 
. I If concurring and conſenting to the 
coyners thereof, and by ſeeking in 
thatreſpe&to make a chiſine and 
Diſanian among your Catholike 
brethren, you may with feare and 
$23 B trem- 


Tothe Reader: 


trembling perceiue by this, which 

the beloued Diſciple of Chriſt $. 

Jahn threatneth in the end of his 

Apocalyps , If any man ſhall add to 

theſe things, God (bail add pon him 

the plagues written in this booke.For 

vndoubtedly whoſoeuer ſhall add 

to the holy Scripture that which is 

not Scripture, or to Catholike be- 

liefe that which is not Catholike, 

or {hall belieue with Catholike 

faith that which is not Catholike, 

or ſhall forge new articles of faith, 

or conſent to the forgers thereof, 

eſpecially in things belonging to 

temporall allegiance, and fhall ſe- 

parate himſelſe in Eccleſiaſticall 

communion from thoſe, who con- 
tradict ſuch forgeries, and cauſe a 

l Scbi/me or Diſanias in regard of 

* For ſo Opinions which eught not to hinder 

lf" Cord. Peron e region of theſe, whe (bould de. 

fo Rey fire to Ir pcconciled to the Church, 
61 ee, eee 

| 1442.3 0 te 


 Tothe Read. 
ted a 150 ſabicit, a true Cuthnile, 
ot right beleruer; hut endangereth 
| bim iel to be blotted out of the 
booke of fife, and to be puniſhed 
in the next World with Tyros, 
S$chiſmatikes, and Misbeldoneys, and 
in the meane time he will haue 
= adoe to leere N in 
is world from the guilt; tie, 
and imputation of — mane 
(on,Schiſmve, and Mighelitfe*: of all 
which crimes ( beſides moſt mani- 
feſt forgerie, detraction, and ſlan- 
dering ) thoſe violent hot · pures, 
that exclaim ſo bitterly againſt the 
Oath, and their Cathohkeè brethren 
ho fauour chte ſame, will to their 
great ſhame ànd confuſion, ere it 
belong be publikly accuſed, and in 
my iudgement moſt cleerely con · 
vited;valeſsthey ſpeodely change 
theirvncharitable'courles, & ceale 
te make a Fthiſme and diſunion | 
> Citholikes i in regard curly | 

o 


Tothe Reader. 


2 ions. erer as witneſſerh 
I Peron, ought not to hinder 
ern fk rho aca 
C 5.40 eto be re- 
conciled to the C atholike Church. 
9 ee tay owns per | 
Iproteſt vnfaignedly,thatas I have 
not beene affraid, in regard of the 
dutie & obligation, wherein Iſtand 
bound to Ged and Car, to my 
Prince and Countrey, and = —y 
Catholike Religion which I profeſſe 
to defend with my pen this mani- 
feſt truth, concerning the 5nd;folu- 
Seethe Pre eld of ras. Allegiance, 
' pelogiefor due to our Soneraięn Prince by the 
| Cena 838 wa 
reſaw diſgraces, whic 
| wow inthe Cort of Rane and Walls 
ere in Exgiand among our 
bike brethres, would come to ma 
thereby, ſo I will (God willi: 
euer readie to confirme and ſe 
the ſame rruth,ifneed {haſte 


ff Te Pot 3 


To the Reader. 


with my 8 the Catholite, — 
Char6b, which 6 is the pillar ex ground i See Cad, 
truth," (to bol cenſure I moſt ©» 
— ſubmit my ſelf, and what on — 
k $ half be written by wc, * 


= hall inful i eee ere 


which as I am fully perſwa- who vpon 

dhe never will ( not to ſay can thelike 
now i define, for that in m priuate thinke af. 

ment, ſpeaking with all ſub- faredy, 

on, ſhe hath no ſufficient _—_ 
— either from the holy neuer will 
res as they are expounded g 
ancient Fathers, or from any expre — pe 

Ge vndoußbted rule of faith, ſo can not) 
to deſineʒ but that if ſhe will deter- eker. ebe. 
mine either part, ſhe will declare 2 

and define according to the true c 

and vniuerſall doctrine of the asi. H- 

— na * that . en: 2 
rxre ſapreme in temporals, & therein | 
ee eee 
0 e E al power, 3 

ca inſtitution of Chi, odr 
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SUM MARIE 
OR THE CHIEFEST 
things contained in this 5 
5 Avro DIA 294 
BENIN se 1 2508 
N the , nn is 

[© 855 trad Ke; 


1 


che Oath , f 
— 1 2 
ſtrations are required} 


dem co ptane ir to be lawfully only 


probable arguments, andanſwers 

are ſuſſitian ::: 
In the ſecond Sertiab is ſhewecl | 

Oy Fir, that theimmedixt@ obiect of 


A Summarie of this Adioynder. 
thut in the /econd Branch of the 
Oath is denyed, both the Popes 
power to practiſe the depoſition of 
Princes, and alſo the pracrice it ſelfe 
in al caſes whatſqeuer; and that 

che denialtof ſome particu- 
lur practice doth not imply a deni- 
all of the power it ſelſeto practiſe, 
yet a deniall of all practices and ef. 
fects, is a deniall of the 


power it ſelſe to pn ctiſe. And 
thirdly it is ſhewed, that a meere 

obahla power to , Or pu- 
Tb itil cane, reall, lawfull, — 
ſufficient power, and for practiſe, 
as good a8 no power at all, to de- 

d or punim. 

In the third Set tian is ſhewed, 
neth a — — 

A fal hood Link y 

Scriptures, is truely and properly. 
hereticall, both ing to the | io 


ASummariesfths Adioynder. 
rule of faith, and alſo of moſt Ca- 
tholike Diuines , who hold that 
the Church doth not make any 
Catholike veritie, ox hereſie; bur 
doth onely declare it, and makeir 
knowne to all, which before her 
declaration was not knowntoall. 
Neither is it required in the opini- 
on of Prateffants, to make any do- 
ctrine hereticall, that it ſubuert the 
foundation of faith, ex parte obie- 
Fi materials, ot of the men- 
tall chings, which are to bee belee- 
ned, which are the generall articles 
of our Creede , or Chriſtian Be- 
kefe,but that it contain a falhood 
(alchough it bein poynts of a leſſe 
matter, then are the Articles of the 
Creed) repugnant to the Word of 

God, which is the rule of faith: 
and conſequently, ſubuerteth the 
foundation of faith. ex parte obietfi 


| fomuls or the formall cauſe of 


our beleeſe, which is the infallible 


4Summarie ofthis Adioynder. 454 
froth of God,reoealedro v5inthe HRALY 


* va ib Section is ſhewed 

84 ee — — 
Allg. by the teſtimony of many 
learned Catholike Diuines that euc- 
nie Theological Concluſian, which is 
Evidently from emo pre 
raſſis whereo f the one is expreiſchy 
contained | in- — Wark of G 
and theother n 


etNarurs, i is 


2 ; 
$913 * condly, | 0 


er. [4 Sunmariefti Adioynder, 
the eln, thar mnaxime of the Lo ici- 
0%, The concluſion followeth the 
faber part, is clearely ex Janed 
x thi > bfth Section is 
: that it is againſt the Holy 
& 775 res "Inaiveetly, e 
1 a weeeſſarie ls 


we therefore again 158 
md properly hereticall, thal it is 


1 full to wurther Princes, 55 


ASummarie ofthis Adioynder. 1 Sa 
eeld vp his Crowne after * , 
2 —— not hereticall, ac Nerthe 
cording to my Aduerſary hisenien 
9 7 ne * al. 2 
though my Aduerſary doth gr tit 
it to e e. t a n 
fore vertually repugnant to the bo-ſyyona, 
ly Scriptures, W 
In the ſixth Section is ſhewed 
Fh. that the Author of the New- 
yeeres Gift did not bring thoſe ex- 
amples, of taking a purſe from one, 
wholeadeth a wicked lite, or kib I y pri 
ling him with a piſtoll, co compareſrernic; 
them to the depoſing, or murthe.¶ gtounc 
ring of Princes excommunicated, f abſurd 
4 or depriued by the Pope; but hee 
brought them onely to prove, that 
to make a particular propoſition to 
be on i. ſufficetk, that 2 10 
contained in the genetall propoſi- 
Bon, which is expeelled 0 1 
Scriptures, ſo that it be ſulhciently | 
proued, to bee contained therein, 


der. If 4 Summarie ofthis Adioynder. 
=_ rowdly, that the compariſon ne- 
» 2cStettheleſſe had beene apt and con- 


1 hisenient to proue, thatto make a * 
©, ably doctrine hereticall it ſufficeth, 
grant that it bee indirectly, vertually, or 


ther · Aby a neceſſarie conſequence, re- 
he be- — to the holy Scriptures. 
I irrahy, that ne Catholike Writer, 
ewed except onely Snare, durſt euer 
Nen. aduenture to teach expreſſely, that 
e ex. prince aſter depriuation, may by 
one, te Popes commiſſion be killed by 
r kir any private man; but becauſe this 
Pare f pernicious doctrine of Swares is 
che. gwunded vpon a moſt falſe and 
tech bſurd ſuppoſition, and which all 
thee che world ſeeth to bee falſe and 
5 22 to wit, that the doftrive 
nto wer to 
it be and — 750 Privces, & 
oli- | moſt certaineand of faith; and out 
of all controuerſie among 


atly Catholikes, his doctrine being 
| Founded vpon 2 fippolition fo 
5 1 ö manifeſtly 


N 
A 
* 
, 


ay 


A Summarieefthi#Adioytider, 
manifeſtly falſe & abſurd, caring 
by any Catholike bee accounted? 
Pr | 
In the ſeventh Section is ſhewed 
that M*. Widdrinotons explicatior 
of choſe words pee ur murther 
being grounded vpon the nature 
of a conditional diſiunctiue, is 
true, proper, and agreeable to the 


common ſenſe and vnderſtandinglf} cordi 


of the words, nor repugnant to 
Hig Maieſ ies intention, albeit i- 


udringten doth not rely oneh 
vponthar = n. n 


0 In the * 
that according to the doctrine of * 
many learned Catholike Diuines, , 
and manifeſt reaſon ,'that rule o 


Cerbhian is ſhewed, 


the Law; In che lite taſe the condi v 


tiow of the paſſeſſour i the better, 
dught to be vnderſtood, notonely 
of a true doubt, and when the 
minde doth fluQuare, and giveth N- 


no aſſent to eithet part, bur alſo of anc 
Mr 


apro- 


A'Summarie of this Adioynder. 
& probable doubt; neither can a- 
ty man with reaſon ihagine, that 
when both parts haue probability, 
the caſe is not therein alike. 
In the niath Section is ſhewed, 
that a Prince in keeping his poſſeſ- 
ſon, to which he hath a probable 
I title or right, doth neither wrong 
the Pope, Church, or any other, ac- 


dine cording to that vulgar maxime, He 


that dert his own right doth no man 
#rong, nor hindereth vniuſtly any 
greater good, and the ſame is inthe 
beginning of the next Secriam con- 
firmed by a moſt manifeſt argu- 
ment ad hominem. 
Inthe Tenth Seltiam is ſhewed, 
that according to Yaſques doctrin, 
which he thinketh to be certaine, 
ind the contrarie falſe, improbable, 
thfurd.and pernicious, it is not law- 
fallfor any Prince onely vpon a 
probable title to make war againſt 
era ocker Prince, ho hath not only 
= a pro- 


A ſSummanieogf this Adioynder- 
a probable title, bur alſo poſſeſſi- 
on: But this queſtion is imperti- 
nent to the matter of this preſent 
Oath and to the right, which Prin- 
ces may pretend to make watre 
vpon probable titles, which are 
grounded vpon the Popes power 
to depoſe Princes, as it is more at 
large declared in the thirteenth 
Fec tion. | 

In the eleventh and ewelfth Se- 
cim is ſhewed, that a Prince, in 


keeping his poſſeſſion, to which ke 


hath a probable right or title, doth 
no man wrong, nor hindreth vn- 
— — 
a pro 
for ſo — and in ſome caſes 
better then no title at all, yet foraſ- 
much as concerneth the making of 
ar. apes him who hath both 
a probable title, and alſo poſſeſſi 
otitis in Vaſques doctrine, which 
he thinketh to bo certaine, as good 


* 


a5 


4 Surntmarie of this Adioynder. 
as no title, although we ſuppoſe 


erti· I the title to be meerely temporall, 
ſent I but if the title be grounded vpon a 
rin · ¶ probable ſpirituall authoritie, in all 
arre rned mens iudgement, and ac- 


are cording to the approued grounds 
wer of Diuinitie, it is as good, as 
eat no title at all, which is at large 
nth I confirmed in the thirteenth Se. 


ian. | 
In the thirteenth Section is ſhew- 


»10 ¶ ed a manifeſt diſparitie berwixe 
the If the law / fulneſſe of making warre 
oth I ypon probable titles, which are 
vi meerely temporall , and which 
hat ¶ are grounded vpon a probable 
od ¶ fpiricuall authoritie, for that there 
ies is no aſſured and infallible way 
raf- ¶ on earth to decide, or know vn- 
of doubtedly, by way of ſentence 
oth | and iudgement,the truth of meere 
{= | cemporalltitles, which are in con- 
ich | trouerſie betwixt two abſolute 


Princes, who in meere temporall 
, „„ 


„ 'ASummatie of this Adioynder. 


affaires are ſubiect to the iudge- 
ment and ſentence of none but 
God alone, but Chri## hath left 
in his Church an infallible way 
to decide, and know. vndoub- 
tedly the truth of all titles, which 
are grounded vpon whatſoeuer 
pretended ſpii ituall authoritie, 
to wit, the determination and 
deciſion of a law full and vndoub- 
ted genetall Councell : where- 
upon it is cleerely interred, that 
albeit Princes might lawfully 
make warre vpon probable titles 
which bee meefely temporall , 
becauſe there is no way to de- 
cide the controuerſie but by war, 
yet they can not lawfully make 
warre vpon probable titles, which 
are grounded vpon a probable 
_ authoritie, becauſe 
it. bath left in his Church 
an infallible and peaceable way 
to decide oertainely by way of 
£37 | ſentence 


4A Summarie of this Adioynder. 


ſentence and iudgement, with- 
out making of warre, the truth 
of all ſuch doubtfull and con- 
trouerſed titles, which infallible 
and peaceable way he hath now 
left to decide by way of ſen- 
tence and iudgement, the truth 
and certainety of probable ti- 
tles, which are meercly tem- 
porall. ©; 

In the fourteenth Seftion is 
thewed , that M*, Widdringtons 
haſt Explication of thoſe words 
[ as hereticall] is true and pro- 
per, and agrecable to the com- 
mon ſence. and vnderſtanding 
of the words, nor repugnant to 
His Maieſties intention, although 
he doe not rely onely vpon that 
Explication. 15 255 ] 

In the fifteenth Section is ſhew- 
ed, that the obligation of all de- 
tlaratine Breues, as well belon- 
gingto faith, as manners, depen- 

„ deth 


ASummarie of this Adioynder- 
deth vpon the fundamental rea- 
ſon, & former precept, which they 
ſuppoſe and declare, and that ther- 
fore the Popes Breues forbidding 
the Oath, for that it containeth ma- 
my things flat contrarie to faith and 
ſaluation, which is the fundamen- 
tall reaſon of his declarative pro- 
hibition, haue not force to bind, 
becauſe this eee — 
is grounded vpon two ſuppoſiti- 
— which — Elle to 
wit, that the Popes power to excom- 
municate is denied in the Oath, and 
that his authoritie to depoſe Prin- 
ces is an vndoubted point of faith, 
nor in controuerſie among lear- 
ned Catholikes. 

In the ſixteenth Sectiam is ſhew- 
ed, that the fixt Branch of the Oath 
is lawfull, to wit, that che Oath is 
miniſtred by good and full anthoritit, 
euen to thoſe Catholikes, who are 
perſwaded the Oath to be vnlaw- 


tull, u 


that 
lawf 
all ſi 
it ver 
naltie 
who! 
laſtly 
theſe 
is fri« 
make 
mong 
fendir 
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and w 
ſeruet 
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concile 
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Tyeaſon 
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_ 4Summarie ofthis Adioynder. 


In the La# Section is ſhewed, 
that the 4a Branch of the Oath is 
lawful, for that euerie good & loy- 
all ſubiect may and ought to take 
it very willingh,, although great 
— be — poſed — theſe, 
who refuſe take the ſame : And 
laſtly the Author, vrho hath brought 
theſe exceptions againſt the Oath, 
is friendly admoniſhed not to 
make any Schiſme or Diſunion a- 
mong Engliſh Catholikes, for de- a So fatth 
fending that doctrine, which the ©7{Peron 
Pope htmſelfe tolerateth in France, angie: 3. 
and which (as Card. Peron well ob- pag.. carl. 
ſerueth)ought not hinder the rewnion if u- 
of thoſe, who ſhould deſire to be re- Reply cap.g1 
conciled to the Church, eſpecially .. 633. 
ſeeing that it hath been by many 
publike Decrees of the Parliament 
of Paris in France approued, & the 
contrary doctrine vnder paine of 
Treaſon condemned, for falſe, perni- 
cious, ſcandalous, and 2 N 

| | 3 


— 


The Copy of a letter written by 
R. P. a religious Catholike Prieſt 
to M. B. awvery learned Roman 
Catholike, in anſwer to certaine 
difficalties obiected by the afore- 
fayd M. B. Againſſ the late Catho- 
like New. yeares Gift, or Expli- 
cation of the Oath of Allegeauce. 


Worthy Sir: 
Here was left for mee, 
| in the end of the laſt 
Fyivity J erm, &in my 
abſence, a letter with 
* this ſuperſcription. 
4 A [To the -worſhipfully . 
aud bu moſt reſpected 
fiend E. J. giue theſe] and the Partie 
who — it, ſayd, it was ſent and 
meant for me. Which after I had ope- : 
ned, and peruſed the firſt beginning 
thereof, Iwas a little greeued in this 
teſpeq;, that a friend, and old acquain- 
een tanes 


The beginning of the Letter 
tanceof mine, ſhould ſeeke, as then l 
conceiued. to put a tricke vpon me, in 
making mee to bee the Aarbor of the 
late New-yeeres Gift, whereas the Au. 
ther thereof (knowing belike how diſ- 
pleaſing ſuch bookes are inthe Court 
of Rome) was deſirous (as you might 
haue gathered by the Iaſeription ther 
— be baue his name concealed, 

hereupon ſome friends, to whom 
I thewed your letter, endeuoured to 
perſwade mee not to meddle at all 
therewith, but to recurne it backe ts 
the Party,vho brought it. Neuerthe- 
leſſe, becauſe I did not attribute this 
your errout tony euill affection, or 
meaning in you towards me, but ra- 
ther to ſome want of diſeretion, or 
conſideration in you, and for that as 


it. ſeemerh, you are deſirous to haue | 
fromme ſome anſwer to your obiecti- 


ons, [my ſelſe, hauing alſo read and 
peruſed the ſaid Now-yeeres Gift with 
all lili 15 and not 28 


— dn | 
e) will in tegard of out « 


SN. T7 


propeunded and anſwered. 

ſeeking any other Reply from E, 7. 
the Author thereof, take the paines to 
inſwer, according to Mr. ¶iddringtont 

, to the prineipall obiections 
contained in your letter, which Iwill 
entirely, ad verbum, and orderly ſer 
downe, onely diuiding it into certaine 
parts, or Sectians, without altering, or 
inuerting the order of your letter. 
Thus — you begin. 0 


Se ct. 1. Obiection. 


— 


Cx Ortby Sir, and mine old 


4 acquaintance : Hauing 
Greed and pernſed with all diligence, 
fur late beoke for the Oath of Alle- 
E geance, wee thinketh I finde not init 
ho 2 of ſari faction, at the lraft 
11 which was expected, aud I 
could baus wiſhed, Aud 
Pres 1 make bold (preſuming f 
— — 8 
el ſome few lines, concerning t chiefe 
tr doubts and difficulties 1 fiede about 
c your books, 2 the Oath. 
& Blame me net (good Sir) that [make 
— buſineſſe; 


<< for 


ce for it is 4 matter, which concerneth 
ce much both my ſelſe aud others, and ſuch 
it indeed 4 requireth great diſenſſton,and 
Cano diligent exammation, If the Oath 
tt wight lawfully bee taken, as you labour 
ce g prome, andſ hat ſocmer ot heri think ) 
4 I am perſwaded, with great ſincerity, 
© cenie 10 God, arid lone to your Prince 
te and ( vuntrey, I ſboula bee glad, and 
ic none moreglad fer it would yeeld great 
« content to nur Prince, (a thing much 10 
« bee wiſhed of al loving and leyai ſub- 
« jectt) and no ſmall comfort to our poor: 
* efflifted brethren, wearied and almoſt 
<« waſted to nothing , for refuſall of the 
« ame, But if it ws. as I'muck feare) 
t the leaſt in that ſenſe it is e vacted at 
& our hands, ne marnellif wee, who baue 
© daily to deale with poore mens conſei. 
ect ences, labour what wee can, 1 haut it 
«< tbroughly examined. Aud ibis I would 
& haue you aſſnre your ſelſe, that whatſo- 
it emer feruple or doubt you ſhall finde,that 


des make abont your doctriue, and ex- 


«& poſition of the Oath, I wil not rn of 
any ewill affettion, contr ado 


cor bnmonr to wrangle (for of thasſere 


3 been tos muri 


ws: rea, 


Giep tn 
baue n 
Git. | 
Widgrs 
of the 
bis Ea 
haue t. 


uerlĩe n 


1 Propoundet and anſwered, 


ic already, and 4 happy attonement were 
ce haartily to bee wifped) but meerely for 
& loue of truth, and deßre of ſatufattion 
te to poore affifted. conſciences,, which 
te through the Popes Breues, on the 
tc one fide, together wuh many other ſtiffe 
« defenders of that doctriue, and your late 
 expolition of che Oath, and the allows 
« ance thereof on the other, ſtil, Gad wot, 
u ei ̈i perplexed and hardly know yet 
be har to doe. 


* —— 


vo eAvſwer, 
7 B Vr firſ1 dos not well vnder- 


2 


I 
* — 


ſtand, Nhat fulne ſſe of ſarufa- 

dn in al points you did expect, and 
haue not found in the late New-yeeres 
Git. For if you expected, that Mi. 
Widgrington, from whom the Aut bor 
of the New-peeres Gift, hath collected 
his Exphicaties of the Oath, ſhould 
haue taken vpon him in this contro» 
2 the Oath, (hich is _ 
a by the Popes Brenes, though ypon 
falſe informations and fuppolitionss 
andalſo impugned by diuerſa learned 
men vponiſie fame falſegrounds) ta, 
i e Pftoue, 


The beginning of the Letter 
proue it to bee Jawfull by ſuch cleare 
and cuident demonſtrations, as that 
no wrangling ſpirit, or ſtiffe Impug · 
ner of the Oath, could alledge any 
doubt, difficulty, or ſcruple againſt 
his arguments, or anſwers; you were 
herein greatly miſtaken, neither had 
you any reaſon to expect the ſame: 
eſpecially if you had duely conlide- 
red what he did obſerue in his Theote. 
gicall Diſputation a; both for that to 
bring ſuch euident demonſtrations in 
any controuerſie whatſoeuer among 
learned Catholikes, is a very hard 


matter; and alſo becauſe it was ſuffi- 
cient for him to anſwer probably all 
the arguments, which could bee 
brought againſt the Oath, and to al- 
edge ſach probable proofet, groun- 


] 

ded both vpon the cleare principles of 
Pbiloſophie, Law, and Divinitie, and 
alſo vpon the teſtimony, authority, 


and confeſſion of his chiefef Adnerrſas i 


ries, which might perſwadeany prus 
dent, learned 8 and indifferent man, 
that there is nothing in the Oath , re- 
pugnant to faith or ſaluation, and conſe 
quently, that it may with a ſafe con- 
5 ſcience 


* propoundedandanſwered. 
ſcience bee taken. And whether hee 
hath ſufficiently performed this, or 
no, the learned Reader muſt iudge, 
& you your ſelſ, by the anſwers to your 
doubts, difficulties, or rather, as you 
well tearme them, ſcraplet may eaſily 
perceive, 

2, Secondly, I cannot blame you, 
forlabouring to haue this controuer⸗ 
feof the Oub, to bee throughly exa⸗ 
mined, conſidering it doth fo neerely 
concerne our duty to Ged and Ceſar y 
and conſequently, the ſpiritual ſatety, 
or hurt to our ſoules (to omĩt now all 
temporall loſſes) by taking or refuſing 
the ſame. But truely, in my conceit, it 
without all partiality, or ouermuch 
affeRion to either part, you would be 
as curious and carefull to finde out fas 
Lourable Expoſitions of the Oath, as 
¶ vou haue beene te inuent doubts, difs 
' ficulcies, or rather ſcraples againſt the 
ſune, you would eaſily perceiue, that 

no conuineing and demonſiratiue ar- 
gument can be _—_ t, to proue the 
Oath valawfull. And the variety, and 
diuerſity of the grounds, whereupen 
che ſtiſfe Impugners therof do 1 


$ Thefirit difficulty again the, c 
inſiſt, ſome. diſprouing the Oath for 
this clauſe, ſome for another, ſomel 
for this reaſon ; others not for that, 
ſome farthe Popes Breuer, others not V1 
daring to groundthemſelues on them, i © 
and few agreeing among themiclues © your 
in any one point (beſides the fileuce, fir 
bothot the? opes Holinefſe, in not ex: cone 
preſſing as yet any oneclaule,or provi & be tr 
poſition in the Orb, u hich is clecrely i That 
repugnant to fait li er ſaluatron, although I Cour 
he hath beene often moſt humbly te 
queſted to declate the ſame, and the 
ilence alſo of M.. Fidaringiove chies 
feſtaduerſaries, co whom hee hath re: 
plyed, who, as it ſeemeth, haue left 
um in the open field) and moreouer, 
the weakneiſe of your doubts and dif- 
ficulties. which, after ſo legg a di 
cuſſion of this controueiſie, as the 5 
molt principall obiections, you haue 
ſingled from the reſt, doeſufficienthy i ©: 


conſirme, that no conuincing argu: ?ber 
ment can beg broughe to ptoue the © matte 
8 _ valawfull, Now to your di . taiue, 
- *.. f A 


Second Branch of the Oath us, ccc. 9 


; Sed. $. Obiection. 


WZ hw ( Py Sir ) the fir Obielt. 
diſſicultie that 1 find, is about 
& your deftrines in the Expoſition of the 
e fr ib Branch (tyuu would ſay the ſe- 
«cond Branch) ef the Oath, how it can 
be true, which you ſeeme to teach, 
That we may lawfully [weare not only 
( our acknowledgement., but alſo the 
abſolute ms 2 » Thatthe Pope 
E hath no authoritie to depoſe Prin- 
UT ces, when the contradictorie propoſi- 
diam, to wit, That the Pope hath that 
u authoritie, ie probable, and holden for 
« ſuch not only by the ancient Srhoole. 
Diuinec & Caſuifts,who might per- 
Laduenture not haue marked all your 
-the L graun ddt, hut al/a by our own 2 
Voctors, who, nu doubt, haue ſcen the 
u raaſout, and examined the grounds on 
gebot h parts, when , as you hnow, the 
Y © matter of an Oath ought to be cer- 
fl *© tame, and when one part of the con- 
«tradsftorie is probable, the other cans 
et got be certaine. 
* 1 nay well, how you ſay, 15 an- 


ſirere 


10 - TheFirſt difficultic gan % 
ere of this difficultie, that in the 
c Oath you ſmeare , That the Pope 
©hath no authoritie to depoſe Prin. 
ce ces, not meaning it ſpeculatine,in ſpe. 
cc culation or conceipt, but practicꝭ, 
cc for as much as concerneth practiſe: 
* which is as much as to ſay, pon doe not 
& ſineare, that the Pope hath no autho. 
6 ritie to depoſe Princes,but that he can 
ce practiſe no ſuch power wpon any 
Prince being inpoſſeſſion, ſo long as it 
ct in but probable, the Pope hath that 
ic power; and this alwaies it moſt cer. 
© tine, grounded on that rule, In pari 
ce caſu melior eſt conditio poſſidentit, In 
* the like caſe the condition of the 
6 — is the better; and ſo may 
ce be the matter of an Oath, and lawfully Fj .* 
et arne: 2 
& Jut this in my conceipt will not 
ce ſerue the turne, for that the words in 
ic the Oath in their proper ſognification 
ct can haue no ſuch — doe 5 
ec fie, that we ſweare not only that the 
ce Pope can praſtiſe no ſuch power ** 
ce and authoritir, but that he hath us . 
I ſuch pomer. And although Printes, or 
private men, doc little regard what i &. 
ty WY 4 ng 4 


II. Branch ofthe Oath ir anſwered. A 
« learned mem do ſpeculative in ſpecu- 
<< lation —_— — — 

« concerning their titles, ſo ray be 
cc —, their eſtates, — 
'«« words of the Oath in this Brunchin 
ei their proper ſi guiſication import a dee 
ie nialt of the power, aud not of the pra- 
« ctiſe ; and the contronerſie betwi | 
40 m_ and ere hath euer beene of 
es the power, and not of the prattiſczand 
0 — the een — are 
* tyed to take the words of the Oatb in 
te their proper fignification, and accor- 
* ding to their common ſenſt and mea- 
ning, 1 cannot ſee, how this (lauſe 
«© abſolutely ( making the demallef rhe 
may i ** Popes power todepoſe Princes the im- 
= © mediate Obiett of the Oath ) may be 
ferne withour periurie; Eſpecially 
©ſceing it is moſt likely, that the inten- 
tion f the Law-maker was, that wee 
et Soul by this Oath abiure not oni the 
e gpraltiſe of this power, but rar her the 
„power it ſelf, which both might be. and 
bad been the roote and origine; of the 
 $'prattiſe of ſuch pomer; whith if. it 
| were not, it ere graciouſly don of onr 
« Prince, tu declare hu intentiontobe 
C . other= 


| 


k 
| IT 5. 
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$8 Je Firſt diffienttie again? the 

ce otherwiſe that his (atholike ſnbiefts 
te enight eum, how to comport them. 
ct ſeluee unt heſe affaires: For his Ma. 
cc giſtratas, and Officers, appointed to 

b As Card. ct ſee ti Lum excented; doe ſceme to 

Bellarmind 

andother 

Teſwits haue 
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II. ab the Oath anſwered. x1 


been ſufficiently declared in the Wer. C In the 


ſeeres gift zefot the ſame thing may he þ:f obſ 
/ 2 eabable tothejudgemenc uation 


ths ann dem. 
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14 We kit dificultic againſt the 
for that the Veritie, which ĩs required 
in an Oath, is not to be taken from the 
thing ſworn,as it ĩs in it ſelfe, or a parte 
rei, hut is it is in the vnderſtanding of 
him that ſweareth. 

3 The other, which may be infer. 
red, is, that if the immediate obiett of 
this ſecond Branch of the Oath be not 
this abſolute propoſition, That the 
Pope hath not any authoritie to depoſe 
the King &c. ¶ as it hath been ſufficĩ- 
ently proued by MF. iddringtun, and 
alſo your ſilence, in not impugning 
that firſt Explication of his, ſeemeth to 
confirmethe ſame) then by this diffi- 
cultly of yours it can not bee ſuffi 
ciently proued,thatthis/ccond Branch 
of the Oath is valawfull : for when 
two anſwerers are giuen to one obiection 
ic is neceſſarie to confute them both, 
to proue the obiection to be of force. 
4. But /erondly it is manifeſt, that alſo 
NM. Widaringtons ſecond Explication 
of this Branch is very true, not with - 
ſtanding your obiection agaiolt tha 
ſame. For all the force of your diffi. ' 
eultie conſiſteth in your falſe gloſſing 
of thoſe worde, The Pope hath us pow. 
er 


much agconcerneth practiſe)ro depoſe 
Princes : Which is as much as to ſay 


Pope bath no authoritie to depoſe Prin- 


er vpon any Prince being in poſſeſſion,as 
long as it is but probable, that the Pope 
baththat power. But this Gloſſe of 
yours is very vnttue, and alſo expreſly 
repugnant to the words themſelues. 
For the plain meaning of theſewords, 
The Pope hath no power or authoritie 
practicè ( that is for practiſe) to depoſe 


reall. (ufficient, and lamfuli power, or 
{| authoricie to practiſe the depoſition 
of Princes, at any time, for any cauſe, 


M. iadrington faith in expres words, 
That the Pope hath no power or autho- 
ritie to 4 practiſethe depoſiti- 
on of Princes, and not onely,that hee 
cart not praltiſe their depoſition, or, 


the - | which is all one, depoſe them : as 


. | though you would haue him to 
grant, that the Pope hath a true, and 


D 3 Princes, 


II. Brauch of the Oath is anſwered: 
er or anthoritie,prattice (that is for as 


Princes, it, that the Pope hath no true, 


levful power and authoritie to depole | 


(ſay you) we doe not ſineare, that the | 


cerhut that he can pradctiſe no ſueh po- 


crime or end whatſoeuer, And beſides 


16 


The Firſt iflus againſt the 
Princes, but that he can not len A or 


without ſin practiſt chis lis authority. 


5 CMoreoner, I can not perceiue 
any difference in ſubſtance and effect, 
bet int theſe two propoſitions, which 
you would ſeeme to diſtinguiſh, The 


 "Popebatbno power or authoritie to de. 


poſe. Princes, or topraftiſe their depo- 


ſition, and, The Pope cannot pratiije 


any uri power or authoritie to depoſe 


* Prince, ſeeing that whoſoever 
Aich al eee 


eth all effects of any power, doth 


it uaing or ide ¶ ſeei 


_ 'Natuwredothnothins's 


a a G40 ee a> a.uupa. *' 


II. Branch of the Oath ir anſwered. 
abſolue ſubiects from their allegiance, 
to be vertually eonteyned in thoſe 
words, for that the denial of all effects 
of any power doth imply a deniall of 
the power it ſelfe. 3 

5 Wherefore if M. Widdrington, 


— IE 


and the Aurbur of the New-yeres gift, 
had denyed the practiſe ofthe Popes 
power only in ſome particular caſes, as 
M. — 5 or did at the firlt deny the 

; prattiſe of the Popes power to depoſe 

| 1 King, "A tha 72655 fic Panrib, 
things ſtantlih as they abe at this pre- 
ſent, the Pope could not; without 


* 42 —_ — — — — 
— — — —-—-— — — — —e— 2— 
— - r 


great hurt to Engliſn Catholikes, pra. 
4% vpon him his pretended power to 


depoſe Princes, and there 275 did ill 


conclude, that the Pope had no power 
. nor authoritis to depoſe the King, then 
indeed you might wel infer, that they 
did only Aehivitie practice ofthe Popes 
power to depoſe, but ngtthepower and 
authoritie it ſelfe, which is tępugnant 
to his Maieſties meaning, WR by this 
Branchof the Oath intended to deny 
© the Popes aut horitie to practiſe his dex. 
poſition, in any caſe, or for any cauſe, 
etime, or end whatloeuet, and conſe- 
"+ | | quent- 


* The Firſt diſcultie ugainſt the 

quently to deny, nat only the practiſe, 
but alſo the power it ſelfe. But conſi- 
deting that they in expreſſe tearmes 
deny both the Popes power & authority 


to practiſe the depoſition of his (. 
ie tie, and conſequently of any other 
Prince not directly ſubiect to the 
Pope in temporals, & alſo theprati/e 


my meaning is not to conceale, or ob- 
ſcure any difficultie, I will vrge this 
obiection of yours againſt MF. id. 
drington ſomewhat more forcibly in 
forme and ſhew, than you haue done, 
in this manner. | 

 Whoſorner acknowledgeth , that the 
Pope bath ſame power aud autheritie to 
270% Tast, came lnfull Irrer, 

| nor 


III. Branch of the Oath i anſwered. 


wor acknowledge by oath, that the Pope 
bath not any power ,or autherity to depoſe 
thews, But M. 8 4cknow- 
2 that the Pope hath ſome power 

authority to depoſe Princes: There- 
fore be cannot lawfully ſweare,or ecknow- 
ledge by vath, that the Pope hath not any. 
power ,oy authority, to depoſe them. 

The Auer is manifelt, for that in 
ſo ſwearing, he ſhould commit mani- 
felt periurie, in ſcaring, oracknow- 
ledging by oath that to be true, which 
be acknowledgeth to bee falſe, ſeeing 
that to haue ſome aut horitie, and not to 
bane any authority, are contradiftories, 

The Afinor is proued thus: A pro- 
bable power to depoſe is ſome power z, Bat 
Mr. Widdrington «chnowl:dgeth, that 
the Pope hath « probable power, ſaltem 
ſpeculatiue, ar lraftin ſpeculation, to de- 
poſe : Therefore bee acknowledgeth, that 
bee bath (ome power to depoſe z And 
yet in the Oath wee mult ſweare, or at 
leaſt acknowledge by cath, 7 hat th 

Pope bath not any power, or authority, is 
depoſe the King, &c. 5 

8. But this obiection is eaſily an- 
ſxered. For the true meaning of thoſe 
NED — 


0 ie Firſt dffioutiz je againſt the ; 


words, That the Pope hath not any power 
or authority, to depeſe, &c, according to 
their plaine, proper, and vſuall ſignifi. 
cation, and the intention of his ia. 
ieſty, is, that the Pope hath not any 


true, real, ſufficient, and lawful power, 


or authoritie to depeſe, &c. But a 
meere prob able power to depoſe, is no 
true, real, ſufficient, or lawfull power, 
but for practiſe and effect it is only an 


imaginaris power, or a pewer in the cin · 


geit and imapinationof ſome Dothers but 
wy dem for practiſe & effect 


it is no trace, real, lewfall power atall,or | 


which may bee a [afficient ground to de. 
poſe. For euetry power hath relation 
to the effect, and where there can bee 


no reall and law full effect, or practice, 


there is no reall and lawfull power to 


practiſe; for power, and effect, orpra - 
ier, are correlatiues, and dne de.. 
7. r And this i- 

ine and manifeſt, that there nee - 
deth no declaration of his Mair to . 
explaine the fame.” And therefore I 


—"=_ 


- viſh youto remember, thatwhenthe: 
words of pgtall Fawes way, accor; fl 


7 * 


=: a_ cas ws 2 


5 . co am On. a> wi. an So. 6 ee. ih. co 
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pg power 
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is Aa. 
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? power, * 


But 2 
e, isno 
power, 
only an 


the con- 


art, but 
r effect 


tall or 


d to de- 
elation 
dan bee 


ractice, . 


Wer to 


orpre- 
ne de. 


this is 


10 


de 


* * 
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II. Branchof the Oath bfr. 21 


ention, be expounded in a fauourable 
lenſe, wee oughtnor, contratie to the 


rules preſeribed by Diuines, for the 


interpreting of lawes, ſeełke to wreſt 
them ta am abſurd and inconvenient 


ſenſe. Neither can any man, wich any 
colour of reaſon imagin, that his Aa. 
ieſtia would haue vs to ſweare, or ac- 
knowledge that, which hee himielfe 


knoveth to be vntrue, to wit, that the 
' Popr hath not any power or authority 
to depoſe, ſo much as in the conceit, 
imagination, and opinion of ſome 


Catholikes, yea and of the Pope him⸗ 
ſelfe ; but his meaning ĩs, to haue vs 


toſweare, or atleaſt acknowledge by 
Onth that the Pope hath no truc, real, 


aud lam full power to depeſe, and which 
may be a ſufficiext ground and founda⸗ 


tion, to pra the depolitiun of any 
abſolui Prince, notwithſtanding this 
their concei, imagination, Or opinion, 

412297 But | 
that both the pewer to depeſe, and alſo 
FF. thepreficeiriclis is 


de you will obie7, 


approved for laws 
and/uffcient,:not onely by the ans 


— School · Diuinet, vs peraduens 


"= 


"ave (as youinſinoateabous)wight oo! 


e Firſt difſieatic againſt the 
bane markedal Widdri 
iddringtons grounds, 


Dottonrs, 


large in the Neweyeares Gy For thoſe 
Dofters, who approue the prefiice of 
depoſing Princes by the Popos authoy 
ritie, dos ground their doctrine vpon 
2 very falſe principle, and which all 


the world now ſeeth to bee falſe and 
abſurd, to vit, that it is certaine and 
vn ble among Catholikes, 
that the Pope hath authoricic to de⸗ 
poſe Princes; or elſethey did not obs 
ſerue the manifeſt difference betwixt 
the lewfull practiſeof aprodable peer 
concerning fansar, and paviſament. 
But that doctrine ought not to bee ac⸗ 
counted probable in reſpect of extrin⸗ 
ſecall grounds, or the authority of 
DoRors, when it is grounded vpon a 
principle, whichis knowneto bee mas 
nifeſily falſe, as is this, that iris not 
5 likes, 


IL Braxchof the Oath ic anſwered. 25 
likes, whether the Pope hath authoris 
ty to depoſe Princes, or no. Neither 
can you any one ancient, or 
moderne Doctour, who holding the 
doctrine, for the Popes power to des 
poſe Princes, to bee but probable, aps 
roueth che practice thereof to bee 
[avfoll For which cauſe they haue ſo 
much laboured theſe latter yeeres, to 
ue it to bee certaine, and of faith, 
t all in vaine. And therefore they 
haue now thought it belt to bee ſilent, 
then to write any more of this contro- 
verſie, leſt their further writings proue 
che doctrine, which they in times paſt 
would haue had to be certaine, to bee 
now ſcarſe probable. Let I cannot but 
| commend the ingenuity of Becanuu, | 
who although ſome yeeres paſt was as Bran in 
bot in this queſtion, as any of the reſiʒ * pq de 
for before hee affirmed, that it ij cer- G "ppl 
taine at the leaft, that the Pope hath f in ca. 


ity to depaſe Princes, yet now ros 
— 2 occaſion to ES Alle. 


 againe, is content te leaue it as a dif- cha. 3. $30 
Ilie, or controuerſie. Certam eſt, &. 
| Ei certaine (ſaith he) that if wo regard 
feu uri. 
c 


8 


* We frn fenly igainf the: 
call Princerare not deprived of their Do- 
miniont, or Inriſdiftion, de facto: Bu 
whether # Prince may, bythe Law of the 
Charch; end t he Popes ſemence, be depri- 
| wed of bis Dominion and Inri{diftion, it 
a difficult And therefore Card, Peron 
nowin lis laſt books, ca 3 p- 63 3. 
expreſſely affirmeth. That this contre- 
werfie ought not to binder the re- vin 
of roſe, who ſhould bee recontiled to the 
Charcb, In ſo much, thut he laboreth 
alſo to excuſe Card. Bellarmine, and 
that Card. Bellarmine hat h ad- 
bis Readers; that what hee pro- 
peunded;” Concerning rhe Popes power in- 
directly in temperali, be did not proponnd fi 
it ax A do&rine of faith, and whereof wet 
| mint needs boldrhe aue part, or the other, 
r 1 of Exconmmuication , and 
„een which is as much as to 
may; thae albeit Card, Bellermine did 
n 


f. 


Hine 


: thoogh the /eſaverin times L's 


2 
a 
— 


II. Mauch of the Oath is anſwered. 
their doctrine de awxilys gratia, to bee 
of faich g yer. becauſe they held it to 
hee ſo onely in their private opinion, 
nicans, who held the contrary, were 
not bound co follow their priuateopi- 
nion vnder pain of Excommunication, 
and Huathema : and therforethey did 
not thereby cauſe a Schiſme in the 
Church, by ſecking to exclude them 
ſtotu Sadraments, and Eccleſiaſticall 
Communion. Neither ought they 
do according to Card. Peron his do- 
ctrine, proceed otherwiſe in this con- 


trouerlic of the Popes power to depoſe 
0. Andif you obielt again, which 


- 


you urge beneath, Sect. 1 1. concers 


and f ning a probabictitte, that if a probable 
as to power to depoſe aud puniſh, bee not a 
i did —— "I 


|| ufficient and lawfull power to pra- 
Kiſe it is as good as no power at all. 


ne that for 4s much as concer⸗ 


practice, it is in very deed as 


te — power at all, for that a pro- 
wicht las bee a ſufficient 


| uniſh, or depriue any man 
tha —— an 
5 an 


a6 TheSecond difficultic againſt the 
and P. Xellaſen well obſerued, yet 
ſpeaking generally your conſequence 
is not good, for no power is good for 
nothing, but a prebable power to pus 
niſh and depoſe, is good for this, to 
haue the matter examined by a lawful 
and vndoubted Iudge, who in reſpect 
of the deciding of the Popes power 
to depoſe Princes, can onely be a Jaws 
full and vndoubted Generall Conn | 
cell, as hath beene declared ſufficient 
ly in the New-jeeres Gift, And this 
way ſuffice for the clecring of this 
difficulty. 3 1 57 


Sect. 3. Obiection. 


E ES 


cc  Econdly I finde (lay you) another 
<< Og t your expoſition of the 
cc four! —_— z for 1 cannot ſee, how 
cc any wit ety cionce can (w , 
4445 ry po yo. —— 
cc That Princes which be excommu⸗ 
cc oed, or m ed by theirowne 


cc ſubiect 11 and heretical, 
4 though — pr —— 
ON PEE 


TILL. Branch of the Oath is anſwered, 


Ft et yet in my COnceit is not ſo proper with vs, 
— — Proteſiancs, who moſt ef them hold 
od for | ©1448 fer heretioall , which'ſubaerterb 
to pu⸗ ce che feundatiom of faith, and not that 
his, to which is contrarie to Scriptura.) 
—— 2 — 8 
eſpect Aer. | 
power © 1 Hg . 
lon f 1 8 before I goe any further, 
Coun Dito ſet donne and examine the 
cient Proofes of whar here you ſay; it is 
d chi range to mee, that a man of your 
H this barning and reading ſhould cunceiue, 


that the taking of berericall in that 
ſenſe, wherein Middrington dath take 
ie, to wit, for that falſe doctrine, which 
iu conttary to the holy Scriptures, is 
not ſo proper neither with vs 5 nor 
| Proteflanrs,, For the Proteſtancs hold 
the Seriptures to bee the onely rule of 
„fab, and conſequently that to bee 
heretical , 9 is 
contrary to the Word ef God, which 
iathe rule of faith. And therefore e- 
uery. falſbosd, yhieh is repugnane. to 
ral the Word and celtimony: God 
» | contained in the holy Scriptures, is 
wh is the dbctriac of Proceſience,andalls; 
Se. z. E .- of, 


a7 


Anſw. 


28 TheSecond di eule ga the III. 


of the moſt Cabolibe Dinines, berets. 

call, and 2 to diuine and ſu- 
| aich, though it be only in 

a poynt of ſome hiſtoricall narration; 
as to deny, that God appeared to * 
in a flame of fire out ef the mids of a buſ#, 

& that the buſb burned with fire, & was 
not conſumed, or to deny that /ob had 
ſeuen ſons, and three daughters, or ſuch 
like: for albeit theſe; and ſuch like 
falſhoods z- doe not directly and ex- 
8 ſubuert the foundation of 

aith, ex parte credenderum, in regard 
of the materiall obiect ef ſupernatu- 
rall faith, which is principally contai- 
nedin the Articles of our Creed, yet 
they ſubuert the foundation of faith, 
ex parte repule ſidei, and in regard of 
the formall obiect of faith, which is 
the infallible truth and teſtimony of || (© 
God reuealed to vs in the holy Scrip- || in hi 
tures: and fo the averring of theſe 
faſhoods make God a Lyar, and doe 
indirectly, vertually, and by a neceſſa- 
ry conſequence ſubuert the fi Arts- 
cle ot our Creede, and deſtroy the in- 


finite wer, know e, or 
of Gedand conſe | ee 
. 3 . c 


INH. Brake of the Oath is anſwered. 
and therefore aretruely.and properly 
heretical fallſhoods, or'tepugnant' to 
faith) both according to-Proteſtants,- 
and moſt learned Catbolike Dinines.” 
Whereupon all Divines commonly' 
doe put in the fr ft place, ordegree of 
hereticall propoſitions, thoſe which 


are expreſſel; and fortnally againſt: 
the holy Scriptures, and in/econd, or 


| :hird plate thoſe, whicharerepugnant- 
tothe definidonsof the Church. See 
Cardinall Tuyrecremata iir Sum. de 


Eccleſia lib. 4. part, a. cap. 10. Can 


lb. 12. de Jocis cap. 7. Fanner 2424. 
. 1 K ar. 2. Frauciſcus de Chriſto diſt. 


25. in. q. 3. de hæreſi, it Excurſu de 


Catholic veritate. Dir: ctorium Inqui- 

arum part. 2. comment. 27. in prima 
regula, belides 4/pbonſia de ¶ aſftro, and 
(onerrunias cited by Mr. Miaddrington, 


rip: Y | in his anſwer to MF. Fit herbert, part. 


2. KA d. p. 69. 8 

| — eſt veritas, &c. 
(faith Franriſtua à Chriſto ) Cathobke 
verity i averny delinered ſupernataral. 
ere 
there are fburo kiudet. The firſt binde is * 
ef thoſe rrusti, os weriries bitch are for-" 
Haft. 3. E 2 0 
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36 TheSecond aifficaltie egainſt be III. 
and expreſſely contained in the be 
Fa og == beneath ſaith he? 
Therefore the, firſt degree of berotical 
propeſitzons is of thoſe, which are 2 
Catholike "I or m_ contained for. 
ly &- expreſſely in the holy Scriptares, 
Th: —— — 4 — the 
places aboue cited. | 
C atholice ueritatetillæ habende ſum, &c. 
(faith Fraaciſcus Pegna in Comment, 
27. vponthe Directeris of the Inquiſi. 

N LR "fe 
tors part. 2.) Catholike verities are to be 
accounted thoſe, which are contained in 

tho boly Seripture of che old and new Te- 
fament. And a little aboue in g. 2. 
IA propoſetto &c. That propoſition u bes 
reticall (ſaith Eymericu, whom Pegua |... 
gloſſeth) which « againſt the holy Scrip. . 
ture approved by the ¶ hurch. s 
＋ 3. And therefore (as well ſayth 
(ard, Turregremata cap. 3.) Ecclefie I, 
determinatio &c. The determination of ſj; 
the Church doth not make, ner can male 
bereſie, or an hereticall propeſution, as nei- 
ther Catholize verity: becauſe, a C u 
thohke verities without all approbationef | 
the Church, of their owne nature are im- 
mutable, aud immutably tree, ſo immu 


SE 7. . tably 


INIT. Brawh of the Oath is anſwered. 


bely tably they aro to be accounted Catholike : 

lee: I And bhewiſe hereſios without all condem- 

ical aon ef the Charch are herefier. The 

cinſt ſame faith Caſtro and Conerrunias Ci- 

fer. ¶ ted by #:ddringtons, Wherefore you g In his 
* muſt diſtioguiſh(as the aforeſayd Dos lende 


ctours doe well obſerue) betwixt Ca- — 


Icholike verities and herelies ſecundùm of Maſter 
ſe, & quoad nos, according to their Firzberbert, 
ownenature, and in reſpect of vs; for um. 206. 


ful. I hereſies without all condemnation of -t · g 
10 bo the Church are hereſies, although be- 


ſore the Church hath declared them 
to bee hereſies, they are not alwayes 
knowneto all Catholikes, but to ſome 
more or leſſe, who ſee, that either di- 
Rly, or indirectly, they containe a 
alſhood repugnant to the holy Scrips 
res, See allo the definition which 


ayth 5. Robert of Lincolne makethof bere- 

clefe I, related by Matthew Paris, in the 

me feof K. Henry the third. pag. 846. 

5 nei- Sect. 4 Obiection. 

0 4s — : ye 

jonef Fa R though it be (lay you) claro Obie, 

#1" F L in Scriptures , that none muſt dee 

us. of wrong, yet it ij not cleare in Scriptures, 
182 E 3 Lika 


e. dentis, lothe hkecaſerh+condition 
L of the poſſeſſor is the better; which, 
f hong it be iruc, and grommded on re: 


n Glas I Feriptare, and 1 
; : 45 46 — — nor Heretic a. F ' 


, * * 
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za pe Second diſſicultic againſt the 

< that the ſubielt, or br depeſing the 
* Prince aſter "deprination, aoth wrong. 
« /e. is onely grounded on yenr rule, In 
et pati eaſu melior eſt vonditio polſſ. 


» «ſon, yeret'% mor de fides of faith, or ſe 


| tem) when a concluſion depen Con! 

2 05 vn r premuiſſes. iure cher neue 

c desde faith, the other nor, whe] nera 

ce 4 te the Lxgicians rule, The in th 
Cone muſt follow the weaken pren 

cg parts the concluſion: cannir be de fide i 

te of faith d conſequently the contra fall, 

6; rothat concluſion cannot bei holy 

et heretical;ie fad ſo; thou gb it be cli mere 
ce Fremiterur. wee muſt der 'no nrg iure 

* yes, becanſt it i not is Scriptures proj ctrin 

tc ned, ghar it i «wrong far the ſubioti ting 

cc oy other, to _— Prince deprined prou 

— 55 & but yroloi co by your rale, whici or m 

uns Seriptere it con nor be ſworne, haf ſo vf 

Wade N NN ae = 

t 

theſe 
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HIT.Braneh of the Oath ic anſwered. 33 


eAnſwer, © 


1. BY r this diſcourſe of yours is Avſv. 
7 farre more weake, and inſuffi⸗ 
cient then the former. And firſt to 
ſbew the inſufficiency therof by ſome 
inconueniences ; It is manifeſt, that, 
according to your principles, no pars. 
ticular propoſition is of faith, and the 
contrarie heretical], although it bee 
neuer ſo eleerely contained inthe ge- 
nerall ition, which is expreſſed 
in the holy Scripture, vnleſſe both the 
(ſes, to proue the particular pros 
poſition to bee included in the genes 
rall, bee expreſſely contained in the 


34 be Second diffinltie\ againſt the! 
—— — to bee included in 
thoſe generall precepts, Honexr t 
fat her — — doit I not oy 
mit adultery: Thou ſhalt wot ſteale: They 
foalt not; lull : one of the premiſſes is 
not contained in tbeholy Scripture, 
bur it muſt be deduced from naturall 
reaſon, ox humane teſtimonice,which 
are not Scriptures, For although it be 
cleare in Scriptures,that wee mult ho⸗ 
nour our father and mother, yet it is 
not ſet done in Scriptures, although 
it be otherwiſe certaine, that this pare 
ticular man, or woman, is our father, 
or mother, but this muſi hee proued 
by humane tellimonies, and naturall 
teaſon, whichare not Scripcures, And 
although it bee cleare in Scriptures, 
that ee mult not commit adulterie, 
yet it is not cleare in Scriptures, al - 
though it bee otherwiſe vnqueſtiona⸗ 
ble, ihat this woman is another mans 
wite-and conſequentlyzhae particular 
u 45 to headultery, bkamel bee 
proued out of Scriptures :.. | 
though ic hee jearsſn Scriptures; that I | 
wee mult nor ſteal from apy man his 
ot clearg in Scriptures, || - 
2 alchovgh 


1 122 anch of the Oath is anſwered. 


although it be otherwiſe certaine, that 
theſegdods are an other mans, but 
this muſt be proued out of Scripture. 
And — it be — in Seripture 
ihat we muſt not kill, and conſequent- 
1y an vndoubted lav full Ning yet it is 
not cleare in Seripture, although it be 
otherwiſe certaine, either that this par- 
ticular killing of a priuate man is don 
by priuate, and not by publike autho- 
ritie or that part cular man to bee a 
lawfull King, or a King, yea or to bea 
man, but theſe mult bee proved by 
principles, which- are no Scriptures. 
Many other examples may be broght 
out of the ne Teſtamẽt, as of Prieſts 
toremit (ins, of Popes to be the chieſe 
Paſtors of the Church, of Sacraments 
my outward ſignes of in- 
ilible grace, for that out of Seripture 
only we cannot proue any man hat- 
ſoeuer to bee a true Prieſt, any Pope 
whatſoeuer to bee a true Pope, or auy 
Sacrament whatſoeuer to bee a true 
Sacrament, but to proue them to bee 
ſuch, one of the premiſſes muſt beta- 
ken out of the holy Seripture. 
But leaſt you ſhould obiect, tha 


t 
Seu teg. „ 1% 


36 \The Second ifficultie aguinſt the 
to draw one to an mconuemence vs wot to 
ſolue the argument, Ferondiy, Ianfwerr 
directiy, that it is very vntrue in my 
judgement, and alſo repugnant to the 
common doctrine of Diuines, that to 
make a Concluſion to bee faith, and 
thecontrarie hereticall, both the pre- 
miiſes muſt be expreſly and formally 
contey ned in the holy Scri but 
— — he — — — 
ex int y e, 
and the other certain by a 
wanne | 
Ad fidems liquid pertiner Ade 
ter Cr. To faith a thing belongeth two 
— 2.2.5. 1. ar. a” 
one way ipally , as the 
. an — indire- 
Alynand: ſecondarily, as tho things, | 
from which dothfollow the corruption of 
ſome. article. Which words of S. The- 
m Bammer declareth more plainely & 
diſtinctly in theſe words: Ila ſecumdum 
D::Fhomans —— ſunt fidei & c. 
— ro S. Thomas, 
Fly of — the — 4 | 
we rhe ran arily —— 1 
— 


 confeguenie that to befalſe, which 
| + 


TILBravcb of the Oath iz anſwered. 
Fried by faith, «As if one deny Chriſt 


were to haus pom to laugh, doth erre in the 
r eee faithconſequenth, andindi 
d the refUy,. Becauſe it well followeth by 4 


atto conſequence knowne by the light of na- 

and tare,that Chriſt « not a perfect man. 

pre- «8: E: not andum ent. aliquam propo- 

ally ſitionem e ſſe de fide duobus modis &c. 

but Aud it is to be noted ( faith Franc iſcus 

dem BY ee eee e 
ure, tuo maler, one may, Proxime, and im- 

urall mediarely, of which ſort is exery propo- | 


ſation, which is formally and expreſly 
conteyned inthe holy Scripture , as that 
Abraham had two ſonnes : the other 


2.) | yay propoſition.ic of fairh mediatly, of 
the which ſort it exery-propoſition, which by 
lire 5 


n conſequence is deduced from that 


which is inomediately of faiths as, that 


ws, 

- of |. | Ghrilt had not power to under tand, & 
he- tat b had nat & will g. Therefore 
y& ch ee e deduced from. 
am | thats which it formally conteyned in the 


dhyaSeripturecsis of faith and the pro- 
nent tobt is bereticall. 


38 The Second dificaltie aii the 
27. citing forthe ſame ¶ ardinal Tur- 
rerremata, and other DoRours, put- 
teth in the /ccond place, ot degree of 
Catholike veritiet, thoſe, which are by 
4 nereſſarie conſequence deduced from 
the holy Scriptures." And a little after 
he affirmeth, that thoſe propoſitionrare 
to be acconnted 1 re. 
prguant to theſe Catholike aſſertions. 
And therefore I meruaile , that you 
ſhould conceiue that propoſition not 
to be heretieal, which is deduced from 
two — whereo — Is ex- 

re U t to 

ahi Pas —— deduced! onde | 
rily from the light of naturall reaſon, 
orſenſible experience, although wee 
ſhould take hereticall in that ſenſe, 
wherein iddrington doth take it. For 
according to your principles, M. id- 
drington could not maintaine, that it 

is hereticall to affirmexthat C hrift had | 
not humane under ſtauding and will, 


| e fly from takingthe 
word hereticall in that ſenſe, wherein 


Widdrington with molt Catholike 
Diuines, and all Prote#tantsdoetake 
the word hereticall, who hould that 
the definition, or declaration of the 


Churchdothnot makeanyCatholike 

veritie, or any doctrine hereticall, but 

ſuppoſe it, declare it, & make it known 

to all Catholikes, which neuertheleſſe 

before any declaration, or definition 

of the Church xwas indeed Catholike 
veritie, or hereticall doctrine, and allo 
| knowne ſo to be to diverſe learned 

men, who euidently ſaw the neceſſarie 

onſequence from both the premiſſes. 

For: 455 wel writeth "ga a molt, 

learned Ieſuite, Concurſus, quo ſpiritus tells t. 
ſanll a prefto ade ſt Ec n The — 

Aae, mherewith the holy Gho#tis dig. i. 

_ 
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10 - heSecondaifficalty N *. 
preſent with the Catholike Chitreh; it 
not 70 make any ns Jar deep Pema "hich 


before was not of fas 
ſhe do not erre in declurs 220770 r 


which 14. wh 2 


ut only to declare to the faiths 
which is certain te be held of fyith, 
Jo alfo ngither is there power and autbo. 
FILL Yo make apy; ard terte t 
add to it am Canonicall booke , of un 
part; but one ly tu iudge 4 e lake. 
call baokes and wot. Elton Thijs he, 
—_— wherein, as you haue ſeene aboue ij be | 
. erb wich che common Wen of 
15 | i K * 
ow to that 
Take Concſiſ 8 the 1 by 
eee ‚ r- — of 
your obiection, I fer, that 
It bee frequent in euerie aan 
du fs notignara er; that ii e not 
= red men e atid ex- 
8 9 if ybu vill 
Randirwirhour exception, Uni. 
He or declaration, how will you 
Set. 4- make 


a 2 Fs, 7 —.— mri u not 


IIII. Branch of the Oath is anſwered. 
make eAriftothes ſaying in his 
bels of — — 
the Maior propeſition it neceſſaria; and 
the Aliuor de ineſſe, the Concluſionis 
nece ſſarie, and not de ine ſſe, if the Con- 
duſion doe alwaics follow the weaker 


— Secondly, you know, that many 
learned Diuines, whom ( Nolina the 
Ieſuite in the place aboue cited doth 
follow, expound it thus, That the 
Concluſion followeth the weaker part 
quoad certitudinem & enidentian, in 
reſpect of certicude and euidence, 
wherein the ¶ onelufion dependeth vpon 
both the premiſſes, non quoad ſuperna - 
mralitatem, not in regard of ſuperna- 
turalicie, wherinit only dependeth vpon 
Dinine and ſupernaturall faith. For 
to make an act ſupernaturall, it is ſuffi- 
denr, that one of the cauſes he ſuper- 
 naterall, as it is apparant in the acts of 
oontrition, of faith, hope, and charity, 
C {| towhichconcurrethe vnderſtanding. 
4 3 man, e —— 

vill | cauſes, and yet they ure upon 
i. | av; 'becauſerbey are produced by a 
|| fpernaturali habite, for which cauſe 
Sock 4. they 


they affe, that a Theological cable. 
| fon deduced from one principle” of 
faith, and from the other knowheby 
the light of naturall reaſon, is ſuperna. 
turall, hecauſe it is produced by the 
 ſupernatwrall habite of faith. 

7 Thirdly,orhers (who hould wich 
S.Thomai, andthecommon doctrine 
of —— — to be _ 
which either diretly and expreſly, or 
indirectly, and vertually is conteyhed 
in the holy Scripture, and the contri- 
rie to be hereticall, d& that the Church 
doth not make Catholike veritie or 
hereſie, hut onely doth declare, and 
make it certainely knowne to ail Co. 
tholikes, which before her declaration 
was not certainly knowneto all) doe 
—— —5 oo Concluſion 

oweth theweaker part, principalh, 
diretHy,and immediately. ; but when 
the weaker part is necelſarily conne- 
Red with the ſi then alſo: tho 
Concluſion doth lowthe ſtronger 
party/eewedarily, indiredtly, and medi. 
—_— Aud the reaſon hereof is eni- 


whenonethiagHncce/l 
comin: mode, 2 wh 


- 


INNI. Branch of the Oath is anſwered. 43 
followeth the one, muſt conſequently 
follow the other, at the leaſt ſecunda- 
iily, indirectly, and mediately. Where · 
fore, ſeeing that all diſnonouriag of 
Parents, all Theft, all Murder, all A- 
dulterie are again(t Scripture directly 
and expreſly, it neceſſarily followeth, 
that euerie particular contained in the 
— being ſufficĩently proued to 

conteyned therein, (of whatſocuer 
kind that proofe be) is alſa indirectly, 
vertually, or by a neceſſarie conſe- 
quence repugnant to Scripture. And 
hereby ab appeareth 2 — 
of the application you make of your 
argument. to the murthering of 
Princes which are excommunicated 
or depriued by the Pope, in theſe 
words following. 


Sect. 5. Obiection. 


7 — 


IV hke manner ( ſay you) thouph . 
<p E be cleare in * maſs Obie. 
cc t murther , yet it ic not cleare in 

e Feripture, that it is murther if a pri- 

ce uate man go alouit to bill a Prince de- 

tt priued, if ſtil aſurpe, when Tyran- 

eck. 5. F nicali 


' 44 TheSecond diffiewltic Haff the |. 


cc micall Uſurpers may be 1 by pri- 
6 ate men, as all dus . 1 ſfay,if he 
cc fill uſurpe; for if he do 9 Jeeld 
9 bane done after 
prination, it were enident martiber 
E629 2 ſuch a Prince,as all doe teach. 
c It ic onely deduced out of your rule, 
ce [nparicaſu &c. In the li ecaſe c. 
tc robe murther z which rule when it i 
ent in Scripture , 4s 1 ſaid before, 
ge the oppoſite deftrine can not bee hes 
dove wor 


E 


| ne 


Be —— | 


by the Pepe, if he will ii 
ſentence of depriuation ( not to vſe 
ctiue words, if hee ſtil 
ſeeing that a Prince, who hach 


III Suh ile Oath iranſwered. 45 
neither Excommunication, vhich de- 
ptiueth him chely of ſpirituall graces, 
nor depriuation, which depriueth hiin 
onelyof his kiogdeme ( nceordingto 
thoſe that hould it for certain that the 
—— hath authoritie to depriue Prin- 
not of his life,can hinder, thar- 
the killing of ſuck a Prince is not- 
0 ors, thar general}; *Thon flake: 
not ks 
- 2 \Sceimdly; I wok you 
houlding. it probable (as ſuppoſe). 
that the Pope hath not uuthoritie to 
deptiue Princes, ſnouldiſd dangerouſ · 
ly &ſcditiouſly apply that ſimilitude 
Ok killing U/#rpevy; to the killing uf 
tinces c or deprioed 
b Teeing thut the doctrine 
ved —— "Of ——— + 
t,of known,manifetÞ 
35 — 
| eſion, & Alſo a 
|| —— — 
1 
2 
the deen CE Ee 
er aut do 
Feldt. g. a F 2 2 wikked 


45 TheSecond diffcultic a2ainſt the 


wicked Princes,or no, | 
if 3 Thirah. chat which youſay[that 


he yeeld vp his ¶ romne as ſome haue 


done, it were exident murther in any one 
to go about to kill ſuch a Prince] is very 
true, yet it is not cleare andexpreſly 
contained in Scriptureybut to proue it 
euident murther, you muſt vſe the 
helpe of an argument, whereof one of 
the premilles is net formally and ex- 
preſſely contained in Scripture. And 
therefore, according to your grounds, 
you could not abĩure as hereticall that 
doctrine, which ſhould maintaine it 
for no murther, although you grant it 
to be euident murther. | 

4 Fonrthlyjif you will call to mind 
the Hiſtories of thoſe Princes, who 
haue yeelded vp their Crownes after 
depriuation, whereof you can name 
hut very few, you ſhall find ſuch ſtuffe 
about the practiſe of this doctrine of 
depoſing, that any zealous Catholike 
may bee aſhamed thereof. Among 
thoſe few Prinees, remember our king 
Jahn, who rendred vp his Crown after 
depriuation. But to whom did hee 


yeeld or render it? Not tothe ner 


Sells, : + heire 


IIII 
heir 
King 
the t 
Was t 
gaue 
Jou, 
where 
quent 
Popel 
him ? 
therec 
to the 
conſec 
which 
the re( 
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heire of the blood Royall, who after 
King Johns depriuation was forthwith 
the true King by right, if King Jobx 
was truly and really depriued,but hee 
gaue it to the Pope. And hou, I pray 
you, could hee giue that to the Pope, 
whereof hee was depriued, and conſe- 
quently had no right therein, if the 
Pope had truly authoritie to depriue 
him ? Or how could the Pope accept 
thereof, if King John when he gaue it 
to the Pope was depriued thereof, and 
conſequẽtly had noright to giue that 
which was not his. But let vs on to 
the reſt of your Diſcourſe. | 


Sect. 6.ObieQion. : 


6 A Nd as for the examples you Obie. 
* produce to proue (lay you) that 
ce theſe particulars are conteyned inthe 
ct generalt, me thinks they are not ſo 
tc good and apt for that purpoſe, and in 
5e them I find a great diſparitie, For to 
cc rake a prey ſe from our neighbour , or 
cc to kill him with a penne Rufe, if hee 
tc ſead a wanton life, are vnqueſtionable 
ce rheft, aud murther, and included in 
e FEZ the 


18 Vr Second audit: againſt the 
et the generals; ani that ant lineth a. 
4 wicked life cum no _— exruſe for: 
«rhe fanlt committed © Bat to depoſe 
cc 1 lla Prince deprined, 5f after de · 
e hee vſurpe, is with man 
queſtionablo, and probably t hunght by 
4 _ neither theft nor murther:and ſo 
& thou gu ro you, acroraing to your rule, 
& they 3 c hon ght ſo to be, yet by o« 
. — are no more repuied ſuch, 
din tbe generall propoſition 
i theft and murther, then taking a 
* Com or Horſe fm tb enemie in time 
t werre when the cauſe ir iuſt, or Kii. 
cc ling a Tyrant in call urper in 4 
cc Common Wealth, which neither are 
& Theft nor Murt her, nor can with ſafe 
1 Phy. omg 0m ſo ro ay 


A. 4: HR 4 FE \ 2 
* — 


= + erte, 


Ve ft, you 3 boſe the 
eAzthor of the New-yeeres gift, 

* affirming, that he brought thoſe 
examples to make 2 arkie or ſumili- 
tude betwixt them, — 

and ing of ' Princes n=. 


III. Brauch ef the Oath is anſwered. 


For hee brought them onely to ſhew, 
that it is not neceſſarie to make a pro- 
epoſe | polition de fide, of faith, and the con- 
de - trarie heretical, that it be formally, and 
m_ expreſly contained in the holy Scrip. 
j cure,. burchatitſuffiſeth to be contai- 
and ſo ned vèrtually, & by a neceſſarie conſe - 
rule, ¶ quence, and that no word, or circum- 
| — expreſſed in the particular pro- 
ſuch, poſition doe hinder, that it be not in- 
ſition ¶ cluded in the generall propoſition, 
eng 4 | which is formally and expreſly con- 
time | tained in the holy Scripture, Neither 
r kil. did he apply themotherwiſe, as you 
in 4 may ſee, if you will pervſe the place. 
r are 2 Secondiy, although he had com- 
1 ſafe | pared them together, as hee did not, 
yet the paritie is not ſo vnapt, as you 
— | would ſeeme to make it. For albeit 
| there be a great diſparity betwixtthem 
" If ( as there is betwixt ſalt and ſugar in 
ſe the caſt but not in colour) yet they both 


5 gift, | agree in this, for which onely e 
2 be brought thoſe examples, that they 
inili- are not and expreſly contai- 


ned in the holy Scriptures, but onely 
by a neceſſarie conſequence proued 
to he Theftand Murther; as alſo the 


50. -TheSecond difftcultie againſt the || 
depoſing and murthering of Princes 
excommunicated or depriued by the 
Pope, are by a neceſſarie conſequence 
proucd by the ſaid . ſutbour to bee 
Theft and Murther, and conſequently 

0 ded in thoſe general 
words, Thon ſhalt not ſteale, Than ſhalt 


wot KA, as particulars in the vniuer- 


3 But to take a purſe from his 
neighbour, or to kill him with a pi- 
moll, if hee leade # wicked life, are 
vnqueſtionable Theft and Murther 
{ ay you ) and included in the gene. 
rals &. This is verie true, and 
for that cauſe the Aut hour of the 
New-yeeres Gift broughe thoſe ex- 
amples , But you: can not proue 
by Scriptures onely, that they are 
vnqueſtionable Theft and Murther, 
becauſe they are not formally and ex- 

forbidden in the word of God, 

ut to proue them to be 'vnqueſtiona- 
ble Theft and Murther, you muſt vic 
aSyllogiſme,whereofoneof the pre- 
miſſes is not in the Wordof God, but 
| the light of naturall rea- 

- which is ao Scripture, And ſo, 
Sell,s. 3 Her: 


' THE Branch of the Oath is anſwered... 


according tothe Diſcourſe you made 
above, although this Theft, and Murs 
ther bee vndoubtedly contained in 
thoſe generalls, Thow ſhalt not ſteale, 
Thou ſoalt not kill, yet you cannot ab- 
iure, as berotical, that doctrine, which 
approueth them to bee lawfull. Nay, 
according to your grounds, you can- 
not abiure 4s heretical that doctrine, 
which holdeth it Jawfull to kill any 
particular man whatſocuer, although 
it be moſt aſſuredly Murther, for that 
you cannot proue by Seriptures, that 
hee is a man, but this premiſſe you 
muſt proue by naturall reaſon, or eui- 
, dence of ſence, neither of which is 
Scripture. hs 
4 But todepoſe (ſay you) or kill 4 
Prince deprined, if after deprination bee 
vſurpe , is with many queſtianable , and 
probably thought by ſome, neither Theft, 
rr Nlurtber, &c. | 

To kill a Prince deprived by the 

- = m—_— —— vn- 2 * 

e the Pope, after deprivation, give Cen 
(cular commiſſion to/ kill Mm. d cr. 


2 
And in this caſe onely Swarrz among lib. 6. ca. 4. 
all that euer 1 read, durſt aducnture num.10, 
Ceit. 7. ad Ms ro 


11 ue Second difficultie againſt the 
to teach expreſſely, Ibhat if the Pope 
give ſuch a commiſſion to any prigate mau, 
bees may lawfully kil ſuch 4 Prince. 
But conſidering that this ſeditious, 
ot rather diabolicall doctrine is, 
grounded vpon a moſt falſe and im- 
probable foundation, to wit, that it is 
acleare poynt of faith, and out of all 
controuerſie among Catholikes, that 
the Pope hath authority to diſpoſe of 
the Crownes,and alſo lives of tempo .* F- 
rall Princes in order to ſpiritual good, 
which all the world ſeeth not onely to 
bes a controuerſie among them, but 
alſo to bee condemned by the Parlia- 
ment of Paris, far a falſe andſeditions, 
damnable and pernicious defifine, it is 
manifeſt, that the concluſion, which 
is grounded vpon this falſe and im- 
pI foundation, cannot bee pros 
ble, And therefore thoſe your 
words [and probably thought by ſome, to 
2 Alurtber] — = 
vnttue, and dangerous, and | 
; ' examples you bring in #okivg ſpeyles 
| 2 — 2 and 
* killing a rae in tel an Hur per, /arevn- 
4 aptly and Priol) (not to ſay le- 
R. G. ditipuſly, 
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_— applyed by you tothe kil-- 
ling of a Prince deprived. by the 
Pope, or taking from him bis Crown: 
both for that depriuation doth not 
take away 1 hee hath to liue, 
neither is that Prince, keeping his 
Crowne after depriuation , ſuch a 
knowne and manifeſt V/arper, as that 

hae hath not at leaſt a probable title to 
the e which per an ſaur- 
fertonly, iuines, who approue 
the killing of Vfarpers, doc — 
And thiat it is manifeſt Theft, to take 
from a Prince his Crout, to which he 


bach a probable right after depriuati · 
deres, 3 


Sect. 7. Obiection. 


2 . eur expeſaien((ay you)ef 
| « 1 A words (depoſe,or murther] 


ion, to praue 
2 this = 
10 m. ral. — ſo ſound. 
cc F —— 
1 *. 2 — — — 
cc ſ a5 bowel dab demonſtrate) wherein. 
te for abs truth a canditionell e. 
CRF. 


= JANE 


45 TheSecond difficultic againſt the 
ec Jiue propofition , is ſufficeth, that the 
Cc. oe —— —— the other bee 
cc falſe, and conſequently wee may ſweare 
it the whole propoſition, if the aus part bee 
it but true, yet hic & nunc in this Oath, 
ct and with theſe circumſtances, with the 
cc words going before, and the words com- 
cc ming after, adding therunto the inten- 
cc ian of the Law-maker, who na doubt 
ce would baus vs no leſſe deteſl the one, 
c then the other, it cannot bee, but they 
ce by the Oath bee both abiured a 
et hereticall ; audconſequenth, this eua- 


ce fron of the conditional diſſunctius can 


ce belpe not hing hero to ſane fromperiury, 


— — 


— — 


_ efaſwer, 


1. DVr i, yon are greatly miſ- 

Bud in ſerting G ks Mr. 
Widdringtons doctrine concerning the 
nature of a conditionall diſiunctiue 
propoſition. For he doth not ſay, that 
to the truth, but to the falſhood of a 
conditionall diſiunctiue propoſition 
it ſufficeth, that the one part bee true, 
though the other be and conſo- 
quenely that wee may, hee doth ſay, 
Sr. 7, | frewre, 


UI. neh f the Oath bm 5x 


ſweare, but abiure the whole propoſi - 
tion, if the one bee hut true. But 
this your miſtaking I do not attribute 
to any want of 22 in the vnderſtan⸗ 
ding of Mr. Widdringrons doctrine in 
this polne » but onely to the errour 
and bitineſTe of your pen. 

. 2. Secondj,he doth not onely ſays 
that ſometimes ** oftentienes, but alſo 
that mat commenly the conditionall 
diſiunRiue propoſition, to wit, when 
the ConiunQion [9] followeth the 
Verbe [way] is ſoto betaken; and that 
there can ſcarſe beealledged any one 
conditionall indie propolition 
wherein icis not ſo to bee taken: on 
that therefore, according to the Seo 
xexth Branch, we ought to take it ſoin 
this Clauſe. 

3. Thirdly, 1 matuell, tha vo 
ſhould ſo reſolutely allirme, without 
alledging 2 region „ that without 
denbt th be ention of the Lam. maler ics 
that utaer ng leſſe deteſt the one 2 


32 ion, then t he other; ef] art 

aN that Mr. n idilrington bath 
a large this obiection in bis 
Confutation o Mr, Fitzherbert, who 
*t 7. vrged 


Fred the ſame obiection more fully, 
then you haue done, and yet you vrge 
here M“. Fitzherbertr obiection, and 
take no notice of M,. ungt an ans if 
ſwer to the ſame. Andis it poſſible, 
that a man of your learning can ima- 
gine, that his Maieſſie doth: deteſt no 
Kkife (chat is in the ſame degret of des 
teſtation and falſity) the doctrine of 

brcherihy Princes excommunicated, 

or depriued of the Pope, then be doth 

of Zepoſrg them ? Or, that he concei⸗ 

ueth, that the goctrine of minirebering 
he Gaid Princes, is not more mani - 


feſtly 00," + tals ipture, then 
— . 


you had dmgentliy peruſed his Mein 
2 
that againſt, the doctrine of drpojing 
Pringes by the Popes authority; het 
'proofes, boch out of 


HII. arab ofthe Oath bed. 575 
lly, | 4. But honſoeuer his A aieſſis bee 
rge perſwaded, yet his intention (which 
nd in this Oath wee muſt chiefly regard, 
ans and not his beleefe, perſu aſion, or o- , i 
ble, | pinion) is (for as much as by reaſon, | | 
na- | and his Afeiefiedeclaration wee can 1 


no || conicAure) that wee ſhould take the 

de- words, according to the common 

eof ſenſe and vnderſtanding of them, as 

ted, wee are expreſſely hound by the Se- 

oth | wemb Brunch of the Oath, which, as 

cei / MF. 77ddringron hath proued, is, that 

ring | wearenot bound to abiure both parts 

ani - for beretical. And truely I wonder, 

hen chat whereas you may, and are bound 

2-1f to expound the vords in a fauourable 

Firs ſenſe, you ſeele all euaſions and de- 

ene, uiſes, to them in a ſenſe moſt 

ng falſe and abſurd, to the ouerthrowing 

hee of the temporall eſtates of Engliſh 
t of Catholikes, to the diſgrace of his A4- + > 
inſt y. and to the ſeandall of the Ou be- 


bee · + fike Reman Religion. 
52 4 7 Se&, 4. Obiection. 
to . Are, the ground (fay you) OU. 


Iren the lanfulneſſiof ſ rea- 
64 


1 Te Second diffitultic againſt the 


if ring, t bat i he doftringwhich nin ainerh 
the Popes aurbority to depeſe Princes 
© after. deprivation is heretical, ie not ſe 
ce certain. For it ij this ſole rule, Indus 
cc hio melior eſt conditio poſſidentis 
ce In a doubt the condition of the pol⸗ 
ce ſeſſor is the better: wbich rule ſcemeth 
& ro wee to be nderfiood rather in vere, 
— 2 in a true daubt, and when nei 
9 hath probability, as when the 
c dotb flultnate — two, and 
tt cas yerld aſſent to ntitber part of the 
& contradiftion, then otherwiſe j but 6 
et bext the Popes power to . Princes 


cc ehere i #0 (uch doubt, or fiufTuation, 
& but both parts by you are thought pros 
& e the leaſt —— 


— 
o 


| Aan. wn 


Vr ff , albeit this 16 Ka 

| cited by Doors; 
Is carſa dabia, or In dubio &c. In 4 
deabifull cauſe, or In a doubt, &c. yet 
both the Cenon'and Ciuil Lew, and 
Jou your ſelfe aboue doe cite it, In 
paricaſn, &c. Inthe like caſe, &c. And 
why, dos not you now cite it in the 
elt. g. flame 


HII.Branch of the Oath is anſwered. 
ſame manner as you dil aboue. In rhe 
| like caſe &c. but, In a doubt. Is it poſſi · 
ble, that you can imagine, that when 
both lides haue probability, non eſt par 
caſus, The caſe is not althe ?- * | 
- 2, Secondly, not onely this rule, /» 
i caſu & c. In the like caſe &c. But 
alſo (beſides that other rule, Cam ſum 
ura partium &c. Whentherightrofth# 
parties, whi are in ſtrife, ure obſcure, or 
not cleare ; the Defendant i rather t 
be ſauoured, they the Plaintiſ,) The 
common doctrine of Diuines, wherof "IFN 
nt 


ſome are cited in the Nen Gifts, Gf cher; 


who vnderſtand ic not onely of a true, ion. en; 
but alſo of a probable doubt, and who 11. pag. 4. 
alſo in my iudgement proue the ſame 
by conuincing reaſons: And yet you 
bring no thier reaſon, or authoritie, 
that it is to be vaderſtood onely of a 
true dau; but your owne canceipt. 
{which rule ſeewith io mi (ſay ybu)tobe 
enderſived rather in 4 true dent; au 
when ncit her (de bathprobubilitir;then 
otherwiſe] ls this (thinke you) a ſound 
and ſineete confuration of #iddrirgs 
injucious to the foueraigae right © 
es. . G Prjnces; | 


60 


. The Second difficultic again? the 


Princes, and fo preiudiciall and dans 
me to the ſoules andicemporall e- 
of Engliſh Catholikes? | 


Seck. 9. Obie&ion.. | 


FE 22 Leſſivs __ PR 

wit bold 

225 that — — — 2 
vpon u probable title onely, yet 
muſt be emaler 

— mor — mare; 

— 


dV 7 2 »wh d | 
words — 7 


| By not in very deed hol | | 
— aegis 


— 

a pnabahle power. or. title 

whereas it is manifeſt, thasthey doe 

n e 
2. Sandy, hy did you omit 


—— | 
£ — Tabea power] C 


-— nt 


IIII. Branch of the Oath it anfivered. 81 

td ĩxt a probable powerto pimiſh;and des | 

poſe, and a probable title; and (Lefſiins Loſes in 

ſpeaketh expreſſely of a probabte p | __ 

to pan, and to deprive one of that; nus! 38. 

which heaQually poſſeſſet n. | 
3. Thea, Iſſue proueth the in- 

ſufficiency of a probable power to pu⸗ 

niſh by 2 conuincing argument: Fo- 

if it were any way deubefulſ the perſon 

acenſed might except gau thi Tadye; 

aud not obey bim. Aud, beyeupon ove: 


bs not ginento delegates, to the preindied 
of anther man vnleſſe by an auchenticall 
Inſfirument they ſhew their aur horitis, d 


that no inſt cauſe of doubt be further tefts 
And D. Xeſinſon with others prouc In bis 
the inſufficiency of a probable title, 777%, 
without polleſſion by thoſe two rules =p 2 
aboue cited In pri caſu; &c, and Cum ile Prelare, 
et iura partium obſcura; &. And cap. 11. pa- 
Pasqua cbnfirme:h the ſame, a y/νjꝗ ;. 
ſhall ſee beneath; i by ether 'texfons in | Sega. 10. 
his judgement: vnanſwerable. Aud mum. 
yet you, without bringing any aurho⸗ 
ty, reaſon, or proofę at aff, affirme 
refolutely [rhat it muſt bes vn. 
derfteod felt fiber right bs be 
with rhe wring of bern by whom you 


62 TheSecond difficultic againſt the 
meane the Pope and Charchlwhereas 
they vnderſtand it generally, and alſo 
che former « Futbors ſpeake expreſſely 


the Po wer to depoſe wicked 
— 5 you bach fob ſe a 


w doneto rhe Pope and (barch, 
in refiting the Popes ſentence of des 


right doth us man wrong, | 
; © 4. Moreover, your firſt exception 
[tba rigbt bee not retained with the 

h 2 er bert] is frĩuolous, for that 

al wales in the eaſe of rights to tempo- 

rall Kingdomes and goods, it may be 
preſumed, that the right js retained 

1. with the wrong. or j 


IIII. Bravch of the Oath is anſwered. 

is retained without wrong to any 

man, And sf, your ſccondexceptis 

on {or if the retaining of that right bee 

not 4 hinder ance to a greater good] doth 

ſauour too much of that ale princi- 
ple,ouer much frequentin the mouths 

and actions of ſome vnlearned leſu- 

is. || iter, Ad mairem gloriam Dei, &c. To 
| - 1hegreater glory 1 God, &c. For good 


ends, and greater good are not to bee 
effected by bad meanes: And there- 
fore, albeit the retaining of that right 
ſhould bee an hinderance to a greater 
good, it little importeth, valeſſe it be 


an diu hinderance, and vnleſſe the 
Prince depriued by a probable power 
onely, in ecping his probable ti 
with poſſeſſion, hindereth vniafiy a 
—— which to bee an vniuſt 
inderance, you cannot _ 
— 
tz. as more plainely you 
ſee beneath. F 


eck 20, QbieFtion. _.__ 


„ A ND. ſacs (ay you) if they Obieft. 
9 —— — „ 
Sed. 10. G 3 Ehn | 


* 


% ae Sceond difficidtirazainf the 
hene Suprrionr vs dftitle i be contros 
cer fte, amd determine unte Won 15 


c right belongoth: But of one; byretar- i 
ang that right vpon's probable rice; | whe 
end wrong others, whoſe good is more felfe 
4 70 bes voſpe#e4; then bu, who it in poi of a 
« ſeſſion of that right j er if theſe ; whe tle 
e contend about right, haue no Supercour or a! 
Eo drviltt thematrer;\andite deterneine || goo 
dete whonirhe right belungeub, 1 ſee hot, very 
« why — wy bredeprincd of this || ſapy 
abr b,, "And (o we” || nor 
ce ſes, cle Kings and'Priniees, who bans | yoo! 
22 a 
Lord in bis one downinions, ofrentione prob 
c fall to wars; and od forks 2 there 
. » {probable tile of ye 
— — — | babl 
| good: 
« in 


* 


4 = _ 7 


III. Branch ofthe Oath is anſwered. - 65 
uently, that the retaining of a probas 
| bleright with — — 
amiuſl hinderance to the good of any, 
whether it bee the Pope; or ¶ hureb it 
ſelfe. For if to inuade ihe Kingdome 
of a Prince, onely vpon a probable ti- 
tle without poiſelſion, hee no wrougy 
or any uni hinderance of a greater - : -. * 
good (as yon, in Vague 3 


| „ perwiciouſh , and abſer 

' 2 — — 
2 Hiuderamee to greater 
fora Prixce to defend his King- 


;; tom bich rang ron £4 


nor 


| — whe 
—.— hat right y 
comb. 8 b 


65 . TheSecond difficultie againſt the 
ene may not be depriued of his rigbt vp. 
— 4 —4 if — who — 
fer right haue no Superior to decide the 
| 22 and 5 determine io ibm the 
ht belongeth. yet you might eaſily 
— — reaſon thereof jr yoh had 
282 the —— 
7 1 12 NM S Va are, vn ia af 
ee 3. ded arcaſon thereof (0 clearely, that 
| hee feared not to taxe this your do- 
ctrine not onely of falſhood, but alſo 
of pernitious.improbabilicie, and ab. 
ſurditie,. Ie ſemper exiſtimaui hac. 
odd rinaumnibii prebabilitit habrre c | ti 
Ta luue eneti haugli (faith be) hi- 
Arius tohatic yo probabilitic, and to 
have bin in ns litt ſe miſchief,and detri 
ment of the Chriſtian Conman-wealth. 
And therefore bee would not haue 
ſlicked to deteſt your doctrin: as faſſe, 
improbable, pernitiaus, and the contra - 
ris ig ackno for certains : and 
be proucth it hy theſeresſons; which, 
in his iudgement, are conuidcing: For 


7 9 

bei E= the nature of iu mare 

Ze. in d tat by -vitdica- 
10. 4 a 


ien. 
3 


| IIIa of the Oath is anfwered. 67 
tiui tuftice her bee ſeniſted, who is 
neue 'of (puniſhment in regard of 

aul, either altually com- 
— or at leaft wiſe iuſtiy preſumed. * 
But ic cannot beiia fi preſumed, that 
aPrincecommirreth any fault, who, 
by way of defence, retaineth his pro- 
bable righe to the kingdomewhich he 
polletſech, againſt the pretenſionsof 
any one, who claimeth onely a proba- 
ble right without poſſeſſion. Er prete- 
rea mis controuerſia cr. Aud more- 
aner eerie contronerfie faith he, vhich 
uin opinion: concerning ſome right, is 
wot t0 bee decided by powerfulneſſe and 
armes, but by e. For it ſeemeth 
to bes the enftome of Barbarous men to 
decide the better right to reigne in the 
 morepowerfull mer. fs fi dicas, 
| duos illos Principes &c. And if 
thouſay (faith Vaſques ) that thoſe two 
Prince: inft warre on 3 
Ade, fer ther both of them are led b 
p opinion , and thinke that ho 
— res belongeth tothem, this. 
2 e. . —— 
— N euertheleſſe,as you 
$8.20. | le 


68. mie Second dür Gef tht! 
| 5 ſee beneath®,I relyypen a moxoaſſu · 
— 1. NN 
this doctrine of Yaſqves ; for this que- 

ſtion concerning Princes making 

warre vpon a probable title, which is 


meerely temporall, I will ſhe to be 
enge preſent COAtrouere 


make warre vpon a — yet 


e of them expreſſy affirme, that - 
ax: ,..:who: contend about 


their probableticle; are bound; before 
Never in 2 lawfully make war, to chaſe 


2. admit Arbitrary ludges to decide # 


— torres 
= ) to ead it 
——— : "ohh ib 


| [H:Branch of the Oath i anſwered, 


probableticle, but for doing wrong in 
not admitting Arbiters, to end the 
controuetſie in a peaceable manner, 
wihour making warre, for that warce. 
muſt not be waged, when the contro- 
uerſie may otherwiſe bee peaceably 
ended. But neither allo with this con- 
troucrliewill I intermeddle. er a 
4: Foxrthly, whereas you ſay I that 
Kings and Princes, who haue no Supe» 
riaxrs oftentimes fall to warres,and one. 
ſeeks to diſpoſſeſſe an ather onely upon a 
probable title j you might for anſwere 
hereof haue called to minde,/what VN 
(ard. Bellarmius, related by Wid- | 
| drington u, -anſwereth to ſuch kind of n In h.s 
argumente, Aliud oft faila Regnum Apologic 
referre &. It it one thing ta relate the — 
Fate of Kings,” and an other to praue —— | 
their power & authoritie. And beſides . 4% 
ie may verie well be, that the Prince, 
who beginneth the warte, thinketh his 
| titlecobe certaine, and the others title 


— 
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70 rhe Second dt cet he" 
your abvections. 
; Se, 11. Qhiettion. 


N if a probable a (ſay you) 
* were not- ſufficient excuſe for 

5 — efſing of the: 1 an 
Cs a ke onlderh, it were as 6e 
4 hitii at all. as 4 n 41. . 


< out "our poſſe oped 


, x 0 


206 eee. 5 
Ba n, your conſequence is. 


For na title is good 
— mo. — | 
eſon, in ſubiecs is 
on ſe the title in queſlion, and to 
haue it examined & decided by a la-. 
full andvndoubted Judge: and in ab- 
ſolute Princes, who haue no Su 
ours in temp 1 
pinion of. me Diuines to haue the, 
matter put to — — | 
pe crc — res who: _ 
Faroe e e, e e 
to the docttine of 
e — 
6 Por og | 


INT. Branchof tht Oath ufd. 71 
make ware againſt hi | 


Allo a probable tidle wicheut poſleſſi- 
on is better then nogitle, for that it is 
er the deceaſe of them who 
poſſeſſion, to haue the matter 
decided . oo or Com- 
MON-W whom it belongeth( at 
well obſerneth que) to detetmia 
doubtfull titles, when none is ĩn pal- 
ſeſſion : As alſo, according — wo 
 Qrine of all Diuines, ie bel 
the Church,or Spirituall king — 
—— — 2 25 
— — 
dou tiles of two Popes, al- 
. though bothoſthembepardy in pol- 


aw Secondly; Ge abit, for | 
| u much r 

warre vpon a probable title without 
83 Daus would not feare 
to gs it is not abſurd to 


1 a probable title wicheut 
| prac, the ap aa po title, for the 
making of warre 2 a Prince, who 


bach both a 1 title and alſo 
on. W 
NK. 11. 


/ 


_— * 

Ky \ 
8 
N. 
t 
fo 


LL LEES ERS 


mn abe Second difficulty againſt Ihe 
10 — —— certaine do- 


le matter of-Bap- 
— — — for as much as 
concerneth practiſe, as good as no 
See Faſques meine thn fs peels t dne 
1-2 4-63 caſe to bapeine wh a probable mar- | 
&-4jþ.64 * berzte ire chen we maj vicacerraine 
rad and vndoubted matrer-2-.And a pro- 
| habletwedicineivioſomecaſea+good 
——— 
full to apply to one 2 me- 

— er 


Rene 1 
e 
a Obietien. 


— r 
— 
— 


| "Ne oi i LS as contention 1 8 


hetwixt the p ape, & the Prince, 


thengh the Prives bene probably of 


TL Branch of the Out ic anſeered. 73 


ca ckirg 23 — caſe it 1 45 not bee 
one ) 


een eee, | 
SHI £015 | 
Vethis eee (nſw 
aboue : Foritiza moſt falfe and | 
fediiou doctrige to hould, that a 
Prinee in keeping the poſſeſſion of 
his Crown, to w hichſas you confeſſe) 
—— — 
tion doth any wrong, or iniurie to 
Ohurch, or any vin preiucliee to 
Chriſts locke, or that the good of the 
Curb, or of Chriſts flocke is to bee 
„ of obtained by wrt 
mishes, and vieh the wrong of any 
man much lefſeof Princes, cho in v 
„g 4. defending their probable: 


——_—— 


g. poſſe 
Forif it be no wrong ( as you, in Na 
7 1 falfly-and abſurdly 


S —— oor aſſauſt n o· | 
; who hark both aprobable - 24 
8 ' ; much mote in 


74 Le Second 1 


Barer e t . 
& Paolo ſecurions hereby as eee 


ted, to defend himſelſe. And therefore 
you muſt not bee ſo mindtull of the 
good of the Church, or other good 

ends, that you forget, that the — of 
the Chutch, and all good ends mult 
be obtained by good meanes, fot as 


Dies You know, Jonam eſt ex integra 


.4* careſa &c, (Good proceedtth from 
an entier cauſe , but enill fromenerie 
tt, 
MN Secondly, I doe not well vnder- 
that exception you make in 
your laſtwords ¶ though abſolutely ab. 
| Hralting from ſuch caſe it may not bee 
2 For Ido 22 7 — 
| to the principles of your do- 
N if an hefeticall or 3 
Prince bee depriued by the 
Kingdome muſt alwaies bee dy 
him with wrong to the Church, and 
preiudiceto Chriſts flocke &c, and ſo 
that exception of yourgwhereby you 
won. ſeeme to limit your former 
alle aſſertion, is in my conceipt to lit- 
cpa e. And woreower Whether it 
+; a ark and tbo good 
he Church,tghaueſom 


Se, 12, 


THE. Brunch df the Oathi is anſwered. Ix 
' Charch is not diminiſhed,but increaſed 

&c. We cannot ſo eaſily know, and 
therefore wee ought rather to leaue it 

to the iudgemnt of him, vb eri 

a4 man that n neigns for the Iob. 34 
finnes of the peiples then ouer raſſilyto 
iudge of che {eters of Godrprouis 
dence. THT n — Its 2 29 

7: bus ald. 907 2 


Seck 13. Otiectten 
— 


i Gaines theugh 1 — | Obiectꝭ. 
4 £ AS apinion (lay you.)the Pope: 
dt and Prince haye 4 Superiour. or head 
& to. indge the controuenſie chetwixt| 
them, ta wit a generall Comntell ver 
te in the opinion of others," who: band, 


ec that the Pope is aboue the Connell; 


& and conſequently hath no head. it ſor- 

t eth rhe-Pope my (as other Printe: 

42 5 eee to de- 

© roſes Pre rined 2en.aproba-: 

60 ble ticle,thongh tn full 2 n 
andidominions. 


wwe 3790 ti @ 37 
. x 2 * 2 
« - 2 % ad; inn 
3 ” - * mn G "hs 5 "y — 
* 2 2 — eee r 
* * — 
1 314 8 * 


1 N Feen et ae, 
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POP EY ab Fats relieeiels 
of bY * generall 
ee the Pope is above 
to condeiue the contrarie is altogether 
improbable and abſurd. No tc your 
ru therefore I haveſhew. 

aboue ; that to the do- 

» Qrineof (which he thinketh 


tobe certhiae,” and the domrorie im- 


22 :ahfurd, and pernitions ) n 
e can laufully in regurd only of 

of his title, make 
wire 3gainſt an other Prince, who, 
— title, bath alis pol- 


ho” 2 rnd tht lin 


een probable 
1 era 
that it is im do dur contro- 


uerſi P 9 
1 e the 2 2 


1 


See, 73. 


commonly pretend to the kingdomes 


which other Princes poſſeſſe, and the 
VEE right or title, which any Prince can 
tis pretend, by vertue of che Popes ſen« 
all tence of deprivation to the kingdom 
ue of an other Prince. For the fir#tcicles 
Nat or rights are forthe moſt part meerely 


ner temporall titles, nor grounded vpon - 
of any ſpirituail authoritie, and therefore 


ay they areno: ſubiect to the determina · 
lo- tian of e Counceſi, vr to the 
th deciſion at che Spirituall authoritie of 


= the Church, which, e ntion 
no af Chriſt, hathiniallible aſſiſtance to 
of determine and decide onhy Spiritual. 
ike and not meeretemporall caſes : But 
zo, |. the/ccond right. is grounded vpon the 
ol- Popes pretended authority en depriue 

2 Princes of. their temporall, rights, 

which authoritie (if there he any ſuch, 
a2 Im fully perſunded there is not) 


it bei 2 itual matter, and depen+; 
ding chi y-vpoen the inſſitmion of: | 
Chriſt, delueredto vs inthe Word of. 
God, is tabedecided,when it is called: 
Ain queſtion, among learned Catho- 
likes, by Spirituall and not temporall 
authority, an therefore it is ſubſect to- 
Sect.i3.. HZ .; rhe. 


e ofthe ach 6 anwered. 5 


58 be Second difficultic againſt the - 
the determination and deciſion of a 
Generdll:Conncell, which; without all 
controuetſie among Catholikes, is an 
infallible meanes, toknowcertainly, 
what authoritie Chrift hath giuen to 
the Pope or Church. 

3 And if you had duly obſerued 
(his — 8 berwixc remporall and 
fpiritvalfrirles, you mighteaſily haue 
pereeiued the weakeneſſe of your ob- 
fection: For ir is too too manifeſt, that 
all Pare bound to ſearch out, 
by all poſſbie & conuenient meanes, 
che truth 6r Falſhood of the righes,. 
which they with pretend 
to the my dome, which an other 
1 with a probable title 
they can iuſtly make warre a- 
— din in regard onely of their 
probablecitlez. and if there be any aſ· 
ſured and peaceable way to finde out 
che truth they are hound to try the 
ee er 
Jente;diſpodſels any Priegal ; 
b — Crown: becauſe 
according co the doctrine of all Di. 
uo Prince can make 
(wherein the blood dmany 
Selk. 13 aan 


$ | 


III. Brauch of the Oath & anſwered. 


innocent men is by all probable con- 
iectures likely to be ſhed)to try an yn- 
certaine title, if the certainty of his ti- 
tle, may be cleerely knoume and deci 
ded,by any other aſſured & vndoubt- 
tad peaceable way. Seeing cherefore, 
that ¶ briſt hath left in his ¶ hurch an 
aſſured and infallible way, and which 
all Catholikes acknowledge to be in- 
fallible, to finde out the truth and cer- 
taintie concerning the titles, which are 
grounded vpon he Popes pretended 


authoritie to depriue Princes, to wit, 
the determination and deciſion of a 


lawfull and vndoubted generall Coun- 
cell, it is evident, that both the Pope 
and Catholike Princes, are bound by 
this infallible and peaccable way to 
find ont the truch of ſuch pretended 
titles before they can iuſtly make war, 
to dilpoſſeſſe any Prince of his proba- 
ble right, by vertue of the Popes vncer- 
taine authoritie to e Princes of 
| ingdomes. 

e this conſequence of 
(good, although the anre- 
opolition were ſuppoled (ap 


> 


8 


5 
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Temporal! Princes ity make warre 


1 probable t titles, , We are mecrely | 


temparall ': 

Therefore the Pope: and temporall 
Princes may make mae i po probable 
titles, which are  grounde hie 257 
a probable ſpiritnall autharity. 
there is no authoritie on earth to de. 
cide fallibly the differences berwixe 
twoabſolutePrincesi in »eere tempo. 
rall affaires, herein they are ſubiect 
to Gad alone, neither are there now 8. 
ny de ge there were in the Ould 
L, to declare vndoubtedly the 
truth, 1 will of goed: And if there 


were now any uch infallible way, 
Princes were bound to try the ſame, 
before they could lawfully make wat, | 


onely vpen a probable title, a painſt 2 
Prince who bach 
and alſo poſleſſion: Bur Cbriſt hath 


left i inhis Churche anvhdoubted i 30 


bible vay, to vir, tl authoritie« 
moo ed Oecume ical Conncelhto to 


TIP L488 . 88 


boch probableticle || 
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uerſed t or titles depending 
thereon, Neither is it to che purpoſe, 
whether a General! Conirelt; not in- 
cluding che Pope, be Supetiour, and 
aboue the Pope ot no; for neither doe 
I ipeake here ot a GenerallConncellin 
this ſenſe as it exeludeth the Pope. hut 
7 re the Prelates - the 

perfect! y repr ent 
the whole body of that Chord which 


u without all controverliethe pillar 
ä and find of truth: and moreoner. 


it is molkcerraine, that the Pope is no 
leſs ſubiect, and bound tb ſubmit him 
ſelfe to the definitions of faith ex Ca- 


tbedra of ſuch à Generdl! Councell, 
tovlichk Chi hath promiſed the ## 
falls Iſfiſtanoe of the holy Ghoſt, 
1 then any inferiour Chriſtian whatſoe- 
ver. Aud ſo likewiſe, if Chr;# had 


the like 1nfalibwitic to- A4. 
trarie Tutges for the deciding 'of 

cauſes;whichhe hath | 
N enerall , bunsell forthe 


e a mano 


8 


o chap.6 
nu. 12. 


"The Second / cala ain iu 
lawfully make warre ypon any doubts 


fall or conttogerſed title, He it neuer 


O probable, againitanyPrixce, -who 
reels tooly.s bande 


5 1 20 
e en 0 fland. fa 


an . Seat of making 
e vpe le title — a 


—— 
all pro- 
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HII Br ub of the Oath is anſwered. 


benoc cuident, that we may lawfully 


. dete(l, abhorre, and abiure that do- 


ctrine, as manifeſtly falſe and indirect- 
lx, or by a neceſſarie conſequence re- 


pugnant to thoſe words of our Saui- 
ont, Render to Cæfar the things that 


are Caſars, v hich houldeth, that they 
are not Traytours, nor can iuſlly he 
put to death, but rather doe well in 


taking part againtt their Soueraigne 


in the aforeſaid caſe. And neuer- 
thelelſe, as I haue ſhewed aboue 


in che former Section: the falſhood 

and ahſurditie of the Doctrine, con- 
ceruing the invading of Princes, and 
. ſeeking to diſpoſſeiſe them by warre, 


only by vertue of the Popes ſentence. 


of deprivation,or vpon-anyprobable 


title, which is grounded vpon a con- 


trouetſed Spirituall authoritie, is farre 
more manileſt for the reaſon there a 


* 


ledged. 


1 


a * 
LO _—_ 
p = a4 a * 
9 


- 


„Ai, (ar pou) lag this 


Brauch pour expoſition of thoſe 


| ce words | as hereticall ] /cemerh rome 
K. 14. . pritheh 


Anſw. 


The Second dificaltie againſt the 


ic neither agreeing with the ordinarie, . 


Aud common ſenfe of the woras( which 
« though ſometimes 2 be tab n in ſuch 


«/4 enſe as you cp them yet orilina· 


10 1 are not ) nur with the intention of 


« the Law-maker, who ( thinking it to 


©« be againit Scriptures, that the Pope 
te ould haue power to depoſe-Princes, 
ic far that none is abone Kings ( at the 
6 exit in temporali )but ꝙodalone, and 
« that by Scriptures) would haue al, 
% doubt detęſi ſuch dottrine,as ſhall 
allow the depd/ition ef Princes, not only 
ic achereticall;but for hereticall. 


Hnfwere, 


— em. 


1* Vt it ſeemeth, that you haue not : 


[7 well conſidered M#iddringrons 
meaning and 
anſwerr, for 4D 

beretica ] in the-fowrh 


INF: 


, bis 
ſenſe; 
third' 
thoſe 
tome 
Prote 
that f 
found 


$5 con 


INF:Branchof the Oath ic anfovered. 


I. bit 3£4c#5e do vnderſtand itzwhich 


ſenſe neuertheleſſe you aboue, in the 
third Section ſeemed to diſproue in 
thoſe word [ which ſenſe is not in my 
tomeipt ſo proper neither with vn nor 
Prote ſtants, who mo#t of them hoid 


_Petucall | | 
. But beetuſe ſome might perads 


BT PIR SORES. 


chat the word I heretical] according 
wy | 8 460 


that for heretical which ſubuerteth the 
foundation of faith. and not that which 
it contrarie to Stripture] And yet now 
you will haue the La maker, Who 
are Prote ſtantt, to take hereticull tor 
that. which is againſt Scriptures, Now 
M*,widdrington, taking herericall in 
this ſenſe, co wit, for that which is a- 
gainſt Scriptures, either directly, for- 
mally, and expreſly, or at the leaſt indi. 
realy, vertually, and by a neceſſarie 


conſequence( o hich ſenſe l haus ſuffi- 


cienely proued aboue to be proper 


1 und vſuali both among ProteFtants 
and C urholikęr Jaffirmed;tharthe do- 


Ettine euen of depoſing Princes; being 
excommunicate or deprived by the 
Pope,maybeabjured, pot only as ho- 
but fer burt tirall. TGT TO $31 tis 
bemure contend (as you! odo) 


E 


86 be Second diffind{tie qedinſtthe 
tothe common vnderſtanding of Ca- 
tholik es, is to he taken onely for that, 
which is expreſſely declared by the 
Church to be beretical, and repugnant 
to Seriptures, and which maketh a 
formal bereticke, and tobe puniſhable, 
as an berericke, by the Canons of the 
Cbareb, and the Imperial Lawes, Mi. 
Widdrington, in regard onely of ſuch 
contentious (pirics, and admitting. for 
Diſputation ſake, that to bee true, 
which hee accounteth very falſe, gaue 
this laſt anſwer, to wit, that if wee will 
needs haue the word ſheretical] to bee 
taken for that doctrine, which is made 

Lereticali by the Church, and maketh 
a ſermall heretitze, and which before : 
the declaration of the Church is not 7 

to be aceounted heretical, although it 
bea very falſe doctrine, and contrary 

to the word of God, then the Aduerb - 
lu] doth ſigniſie, both by vertue of ie 
— and alſo n noe NN 3 
anidexrity, orreality, hut onely a avis (06. 
liende ofthar Grid and ig Lee >, 
— — 

Set. 14. „ you 


. 


Ca. | yourmay ſee, that the Aduerbe [4s] 
gan Aduerbe of ſimilitude, doth 
the commonly, and not only ſometimes, 
or oftentimes, ſigniſie onely a ſimili- 
tnde by vertue of the Ford, and thatit 
ble, | peer ſigniieth a reality, identiey, or 
> || equality, but onely by reaſon: gf the 


uch that if the matter of this Branch will 
not permit, without manifeſt abſur= 
ditie, that it ſignifie a realitli, weeare 
zue bound to interpret it in that ſenſe, 
vill which is not abſurd, according to the 
| rules preſcribed by Diuines, forthe 
| interpreting of Laxes, vnleſſe either 
the words will not bearea true ſenſe, 
whichas Mi.. ndaringtos hath proued, 
isbery falſe, or it bee apparant, that 
the intention of the Lim · maler was 
to hauꝛ it taken ĩn an abſurad, and incon- 
een. which now raſhneſſe and 
impiety, ſo to judge of his Aue. 
* 1 . his Maeſtiebe 
„ Perſwaded in his opinion, judgement, 
Joerdelſefe, yet his intention is not, hut 
chat wee mult take the words of the 
a. oOsch according to the common ſenſe 
*. ind x | indin "of them, as it is 


Al rh of the bab is anfivered. 8 


Mr. ter, to which it is applyed. Ad 


98 i Second df. gut | 177 
5 euident by the Keummb Branch, And N 

therefate a great difference is to bee 
made betwiat his A ais ſties beleefe, or 
perſwaſion, and his intention, as he is 
a Lu maker, a. MF. Widdrangtos, and 
7 In the the Aut hour of the-New-yeeres Gofie 
— haue proued at large, by his fate hies 
expteſſo declaration, who, although 
le beperſuadeii · that he is the ſupren⸗ 
Lord of his Dominions, not onely in 
all. but alſo in Eecleſiaſlicall 
cauſes, for aa much as concerneth the 
external gouernment by true cHactiue 
authority, and that the Pope hath not, 


99 Cbriſt, any s. 
excommunicate him, yet h 
intention was not to meddle in thi < 


tbe, | INNL:Branch of the Oith 5 anſwered. 
is heretical, taking beretical in that 


which is expretſely and tormaily des 
clared by the Church, or fome vn- 
doubted generall Councell, to be bo- 
retical: bur he is perſwaded, that the 
fayd doctrine is therefore beretscad, 
— it is r — mu fr. 

, or indirectly and vertually, 
or by a neceſſury conſequence — 
nant to the holy Scriptures, in which 
ſenſoir may bee abiured not onely «r 


rn ma ee 
Seck 15: Obiefion. .. 


th, 7 finds another pany 
hy you) «abort your dect of 
—— 'Breues: Fer yon ſeem 


8 3 — therein the L. bee, of 
| A — — 'Breues of 


— ſet forth, and publiſhed to de- 
Alu ſame thing, which the: Church is 
| Ein dowbr , onde no further, eben tb⸗ 
12222 they declare, and 
| alen ſuch: Breues bee but groun- 
Pore Den, _ pi (as theſe 
— e & ſeome 


8 
— 


2 


BY » 


85 


ſtrict and rigorous tenſe, tor only that 


bereticall; butalſo for berericalys hath 


Obielt. 


go e Third aul I 
ee ſeeme to you, which are ſet forth to do. 
< cle, that the Noth vnlerfuſ ) i bey 
6 binde no wore then by opinion. Which 
ec doctrine of yours, and Suarez Im 
ce cds confeſſe; I cannot well conceidiegor; 
ct vmderſtand. For to me it ſecmet h, that 
c“ Breues of the Pope, r Church, he- 
«her they be declaratiue, ori definitiue, 
ce for the certain y of their ob'ligatiãſdauld 
ce net depend on the ground,or Eawywhich 
ce they declare, or defeng; but in the aſſis 
ct ſtauce of the Holy Ghoſt, propnſed to 
he Pope and Church, when theyſoall 
tc declare, or define-any thing ex Cube: 
cc dra, for the whole Church to be lawful, 
& or vnlamſul (which declaration is iu: 
er deed, — — en- in a 

| © ponteit. that declaration muſt binds for 
ce theaſiftance of the bely Ghoſt, vbuiſa. 
cc ur the ground thereof bee 4 fr 
6 Lam, e | 


ic and that alſo probably) andi A 
— — Breues to diclare % te whole 
Cburch ex Cathedera,thartbe Owh is 
Seftins, © uniorfh 


INT. Bravehof the Oath is anſwered. 91 
c, I /ce not why it fhenld not fo 
«bee: thought and taken , whether the 
cc grennd of ——— 4 3 77 
bt opinion, om u. And ſo wee ſte, that 
ca che whole Church ſoonld: - Conn- 
cc cell dec{ars any thing to los lam full or 
6e len ſall, 2420 before was in doubt 
cc K is now of this Ouub) bos wee alt 
cc agree, that fhe bath the aſſi lance of the 
& Holy Ghoſt i in ber general decrees, a 
cc well as iu ber definitions, wee ought to 
6e ge take it for ſuch, whether the ground 
6 of ber declaration be certaine, or onely 
ce bat probable. The ſame( [would think) 
ce ſbonld bee thoug bt of the declarative 
cc Breyes of — at the leaſt inthe ov 
ce pinion of choſe, who maintaine, that the 
cc Pope cam erre no were without u 
* Councell, aber wirbt! Fer ij the de- 
<< cleration oe ſuch — we 
tc ir unlam fin ws 0 more, 
6 then ——.— of that declaration, 
© whether it were aformall Law, or but 
cen anepinian, ſuch declaration were 
— hn ſoenld not cfard i hat cer 
rc aint and Satisfattion, which at the 
& Church us required in tame uf doubt. 1 


'93 | The Third difficoltie beat che * 


< the Popes Breues ſufficiently, in ſap 
at ing, — — — ere 


ce ring g or defining without, « Generall . 


£ Councell, ad that there was no ſuch 
ce Councell, * theſe — 22 
ic forth j bar this diſieuitie I finde about 
ec aur doctrins; aud much more about 
ce the doctriue Suarez, ef Declatatiue 
# Breues,bicanſe you ſtaud not upon that 
ben .. 


B Frſt, it is manifeſt in my 
D iudgement, that in all declara. 


tie precepts , eſpecially belonging to 
manners, an of things tu hee done, or 


* 


K 


omitted (for onely of theſe precepts, 


& not of detinitions, declarations, or 
precepts'of faich, or of things to bee 
beleeued, Suered ſpeaketh) the obli - 
gation of theprecept dependeih vp- 
ou the fundamentall ground, reaſon; 
& end of the precept: and that there 
in alſo. is implyed the intention and 
will of e $ je Yew wa is che 

Jute and ie of the Law) ho inten- 
| CR 


$68.15, 


y to binde by his gert 
| % precepts 


"_— 3 - 5 . wn YT ww » 
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. Papes Brekes is anſwered. 
precept, for a: much onely as thething 
he commandeth, or forbiddeth, is ot 
it one nature neceſſarie, or repug- 
nant to ſome former Law of God, Na- 
tore, or ſome other poſitive Law,which 


the declaratiue precept doth declare 
and ſuppoſe: And therefore (as Sua- 
res well obſerueth) a pure declarative 
precept doth not make the thing, uch it 


forbiddeth, to be vnla:vfull, but only 
ſuppoſeth and declareth it to bee vn- 
lawfull, as forbidden hy ſome former 


- Law, Whereupbn it followeth, that 


if it bee hut a probable opinion, that 
there is ſuch a former Law, the decla- 


ratius precept can binde no more, then 


the probabilitie of the opinion( which 
ia the fundamentall ground and rea- 
ſon of the precept) hath force to bind. 
2. Neither doth your obiection 


impugne this manifeſt docttine. For, 


although in ſuch generall precepts, 
wherein the Church cannot erre, to 
wit, hen ſhee commadeth the whole 
Church ſomething, which is neeeſlary 
to ſaluation, the certainty and obliga- 
tion of the preeept dependeth vpon 
the aſſiſtanceof the Holy Ghoſt, yet 
Sed. If. T2 this 


The Third diffictlticabour the = 

| —— hinder, . 
alſo vpon the i 
ground, reaſon, and end, for which 
the Law vas made. But this onely at 
the moſt is proued by your obiection, 
that becauſe the aſſiſtance of the Holy 
Ghoſt is annexed to the precept y it 
muſt conſequently bee an to all 

thoſe — » Whereon the precept 

doth necellarily depend: But to af- 
firme therefore, that the precept doth 
depend on nothing elſe, then vpon 
the aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt, were 
ridiculous. 

3. — e . 
ml che cauſe is, according to 
— of all Diuines, neceſſari⸗ 
Iy required in a General (onncell,tode- 
fine infallibly any doctrine of faith: 
And becauſe the aſſiſtance ofthe Ho- 
ly Ghoſt is annexed to her definicioo, 
it muſt conſequently be alſo annexed. 
to all that, whereon her infallible de- 
hjaition doth neceſſarily depend. And 
thereupon the Divinesaffirme, that if 
it be certaine,that the Church did not 
erre in her definition, it is alſo certain, 
that ſhe vſed due diligence, no > 
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© Popes Brenes is anſwered 
other necefſary conditions, which by 
the inſtitution of Chriſt are required 
to an infallible definition: But to af- 
firme, that becauſe the infallibilitie of 


her definition dependeth vpon the aſ⸗ 
ſiſtanceof the Holy Ghoſt, therefore 


neither due diligence, not examinati- 


on of the cauſe, nor any other thing 


| isneceſſarily required to her infallible 
definition, were. abſurd & ridiculous. 


4. Wherefore you muſt diſtin - 


guiſn betwixt fundamental. intrinſecal, 


and veceſſary reaſons, or grounds, and 
Extrinſecall,or accidental, as M.Wid- 
dringtonhath often affirmed from the 
doctrine of ella : & ( am, to weh 
alſo all other Diuines doe agree: for 
theſe laſt may be falſe, and yet the de⸗ 


nition true. As in the ſecond Conn- 


cell of Nice it was declared, that An- 


pelo might bee painted, becauſe they 


ue bodies, the declaration was true, 
although this reaſon, being extrinſe- 


call, and accidental, was falle. But if 
' ſhee had declared, that it is lawfoll to 
paint Angels, —_ 


faith, or 


Soft. 1. I 3 
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The Third difſicultie about the 


of that declaration, rhe: declaration 


can not be true, if that fundamentali 
reaſon and ground be ſuppoſed to be 


"falſe. Andthus much concerning the 


doctrine of Su rex ingenerall, 

5 And therefore ſecondly, to apply 
it to the Popes Breues, if it were cer- 
taine, that the Pape, in making his de- 
claratide probibition ot the Oaàth, had 
the infallible aſſiſtance of the holy 
Ghoſt, Mr. MWiddrington would not 
ſticke toaffirme, that as the prohibiti- 
on is infallible, loconſequenſy the fun- 
damentulle xeaſon and ground, for 
whictrheOath is by the Popes Breuet 
forbidden; is alſo infallible: and that 
therefore ſome thing is inthe Oath re · 
puguant to faith or ſaluation, which is 
the frndamentall ground, reaſon, and 
end ofthe Peper forbidding the Oath: 
for if rherewere nothing in the Oath 
againſt faith or ſaluation, the Pope 
could vot forbid it aith ſuch injvrie to 
his ie tie, and ſo great damage to 
Engliſh Ca holik es. 
ug But thy, this obiection of 


- ? 
— 

£ 
— 

7 
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Popes Breues is anſwered. 


the Church for the makingof general 
pes e Cathedra either touching 

aith or manners, doth not ſufficiently 
confirme the infallibilitie of the Popes: 
Brexes forbidding Engliſh Catholikes 
to take the Oath: for that M*./id- 
drington 4 hath clearely proued , that q in his 
the Pope both might erre in the afore. 2 beelogical 
ſaid Brexes, not onely becauſe they Piſewation 
were madewithouta generall(onncell My 7 
(which neuertheleſſe, as you very well 891 
grant, were ſufficient to proue, that he 

might erte therein) but alſo becauſe 

they are not generall precepts, and be- 

longing to the whole Church , but 
containe only a particular precept di- 

rected to one particular nation (and 
therefore they are well called by En · 

demon Joannes*® the. Popes priuate let- tin Prafas. 
ters to Engliſh Catholikesadmoniſh- P raleli tor- 
ing them not to take the Oath) whetin 

not onely the Pope but alſo a generall 
Councoll may erre( as Mriddris ton | 
obſerueth out ofthe doctrine of C ard, Bell.!ib.g; 
Jellarmine, and ( anus); And allo 4 Rom. 


. . Pont. c. 2. 
that the Pope did erre in thoſe Breuer Canus lib. 


vpon falſe informations and ſuppoli- . J. 1, 
tions, to wit, for that he ſuppoſed his "TY x 
Felt. 1s. I 4 Pi. 


* 


58 be Fun Ell a} cinÞ the 

; Primacie in ſpirituala, his power ro: 
bind and loſe, to encommunicate and 
infli& Cenſures to bee denyed in the 
On, which ĩs manifeſtly falſe; & that 
his power to depoſe Princes is moſt 
certaine and of faith, and not queſtio- 
ned among Catholikes, which is no 
_”_ — —— — 

* y him in his ical Deſpntation®. . > 

3 ih and in his doſes fo Mi. Fiacber- 

d . bert t. 244 


. 2.6. 36 
. wg | Ses. 16. Obie&ion. 


<A For wrth difficwltic 7 "find (ay 
you) «boxt the ſinearing. that 


«his Oath is miniftced vnto me by 
c. laufull authoritie: Wherewponit fol. 
-; © loweth, we may v/e no equinecation in 
IR eos . 
is an Ouththatisexatted: mini 
— — Feri it were 
te certains. that no thing .exatted 2 
ee ab, but. remporall allegi 2 
erben web might not onely — „ 
ec were al/dboand to fare, rat ſcb 
— rp 1 
nnn. 2 
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tc and vncertain, whether the Pope hath 
pe r to depoſe Princes or no, and con- 
uiſe qui ati, whether the Prince exas 
« ting ſach an Oath of his Subietts, 
ci ſponld cauſe them wrong the Pope and 
6 Church, and make them ſweare 2 
cc thing vncert ine, and with the hurt 
6 their conſciencet, not being able ma- 
« ny of them to conforme themſelues to 
ic ehoſeconterpt s you frame of the Oath, 
te rhowgh they were trus, for that they 
© canperceine no ſolid ground therfore, 
C ſee not how we may ſweare, that this 
te Oarb ir miniſtred vnto vs by lamfuli 
tc anthoritie. 2 F919 


n 1 : 


— 


— 


SW | Be not true, that we 
D auuſt fvexre; that this Oathis 


miniſtred vnto vs by laufull authoric 
tie, but only that we muſt ale 


ſo much, of uhich our acknowledg- 
ment, which is the immediate obiect 


or af the Oa:h, we muſt be aſſured to ex- 


i See, "ix iovery true, chat 
gebe egen bnd 
Ke 16, 2:.this © 


100 The Fourth di aulrie ag ainftche 
this is not only deduced from the lau. 
ſull miniſtring of the ſame (although 
this bee ſufficient to proue, that wee 
muſt not equiuocate therein) but ĩt is 
alſo deduced from the Seuenth branch 
wherein it is expreſly ordained, that 
me muſt vſe no equiuocation. | 
3 Thiraly, the lawfulnes, or vnlawful- 
neſſe of this Branch dependeth u holy 
vpon the former Clauſes: for if none 
of the former Clauſes containe a de- 
nyall of any ſpirituall obedience due 
to the Pope ot Church, nor be repug- 
nant to trutb, or iuſtice, it is manife(}; 
that they ate miniflred by lawfull au- 
thotitie. And therefore you mull fir 
proue, that ſome one of the former 
elauſes is repugnãt to truth or iuſtice, 
before you can impugne the Oathi as 
not miniſtred by lawfull authoritie. 
Whereupon you return backe to that 
—— you — againſtthe 
fecona Branch, to wit, the Poper power 
to depoſe Princes, wich ( ſay you) ii 
uncert. aine and que ſtiamable &. But, 
—.— — certain to — 
| can any mano | 
er can any learning th 


& Felt. 16, a ES | in 


in my iudgement conceiue) that the 
Pope hath no true, reall, lawfull pon er 
and authoritie, and which may be a 
ſufficient ground to depoſe Princes, 
or to practiſe their depoſition, hut on- 
ly animaginarie power, in the conceit 
onely and approbation of ſome men, 
which neuertheleiſe is no true, feall, 
lau ſull and ſuit.cient power to puniſh 
any Prince by depriuing him of the 
Dominions which he poſſeſſeth. And 
conſequently the Kings Qlaiaſtie in 
cauſing his ſubiects to acknowledge, 
and ſwear, t hat the Pope hath no true, 
reall, la ful authority, and which may 
be a ſufficient ground to depoſe him 
(thereby to be the better ſecured from 
all inualions vnder pretence of Religi - 
on, and to diſeouer his loy all and con- 
ant ſubiects from thoſe who main- 

tine the principles of the Pomder - 
Trayteur:) doth neither wrong the 
Pope, nor ¶ hurch, nor cauſe his ſubiects 
to wrong them, or their coniciences, 
but ſeeketh to pꝛeſerue his owne right 
and Dominion u hich he really pol- 
ſeſſeth, from all inuaſions and Pemder- 


Dralle, vader colour of an) proba- 
e. >. .ble 


— pe nt — | 
be ptemed to be volawfalt , doth 
wrong, the Church, bis A. | 


— — eee. jo 


= and. all their Kaba 


eee 
. — yo) ene Kb 
— n, to thoſe o 1 


drin — Out. ' 
Ig. — : 
ne — themſelues 10 


more, euen oft < 

feſt Adwerſaries in this point : and if 
| vichall chey will remember (u N. 
migen hath heretofore * gbſer- 
ſerued) chat no other id g Of 


ache 
ſolid ground, or "Ple . 


— lo vnlearned j th neither by their 
g ; Sect. 16. don 
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ovnereading, nor naturall judgment, 
they are able to examine the ſoliditie 
of the grounds of this controuerſie; 
they muſt he guided, inſtructed, and 
directed by the learned, whor if 
through ignorance, negligence, want 
of due examination, inconſiderate 
zeale, or partialitie either towards 


. Popes, or Princes, they direct them a- 


miſſe, the chiefeſt fault is in the Dire 


reftors,and [nſtraftors;for which they 


are greatly, to anſwer at the day of 


iudgement: and hoiw farre theſe ig- - 


norant men, being guided and inſtru- 


cted amiſſe, are ro be excuſed in con- 
ſcience, and before the fight of God, 
Iwill not judge, but leaue it to his 
iudgement, who is the ſearcher of all 
mens hearts. This onely I wiſn them 
to remember. that temporall Princes 
doe not in their Tribunalls meddle 
with their conſcienees, but onely with 
their externall actions, ſor which they 


my ſometimes be iuſtly puniſhed by 


the externall Magiſtrate, although 
their conſcience be neuer fo cleare in 
the ſight of Gd. 


5. Tech. if ome echer can not 
6. : or. 


VI. Branch anſwered. \ 


orien; but will not conformethem- 
lelues to 1W5idaringtoxs conceipts and 
explication of the Oath, to which ne. 
vertheleſſe others both can, and doe 
conforme themmſcluet, will you there- 
fore inferre from kence, that the Oath 
4 « of ir ſelſe vnlaufull, or not mins. 
fired to thens by lawfull anthoritic? 
Call to mind. — — your = 
ccptions- againſt the ſecoud Braxc 

you affirmed without any proofe at 
all, that to deny the pralliſe of the 
Papes authoritie to depoſe, is not to 
deny the power and aut horitie it ſelfeʒ 


and yet now from the deniall of the 


prattiſe of the lawful authoritie to mi- 
niſter the Oath to ſome, who can not 
conforme themſelues to Middrington: 
conceipts, and explication of the 
Oath, you would inferre,alſo without 
= proofe, a deniall of the authority 
it ſelfe to miniſter lawfully the Oath 
tothem. But the plaine truth is, as I 
obſerued there, that a deniall of all ef- 
ſects, and practiſes of any power or 
aurhoritie is a vertuall deniall of the 
power and authoritĩe it ſelfe, but a de- 


niall of ſome particular effects & geo 
1 


geit. 16, 
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' tiles is not a ſufficient, or vertyall de- 
niallof the authotitie it ſeife. And! 
therefore although we ſhould grant, as 
ve doe not, that the State can nor lav- 
co " thoſe who cannot conforme 

E ues to Piddringtons conceipu 
and explication ofthe Oatb,towhich 
neuertheleſſe other Catholickes both 
can, and doe conforme themſclues, 
yet it canner beinferred from hence, 
that the Onth is not miniſtred to the 
by lawfull authotity. As alſoalthough 
we ſhould admit, as we doe not, that 
2 Iudge cannot lawfully , or without 
ſinne, miniſter an Oath to him;whom 
he morally knoweth wil ſwears falſiy, 

and ageinſt his conſcience , yet it can- 
not be inferred from hence, that the 
Judge hath not good and full power 
and authotitie to miniſter the to 
him. For one may haue aut horitie to 
2 thing. which neuertheleſſe in ſome 
caſes he cannot lau fully doe. As a 
Prieſt being in mortull ſinne hath au- 

thoritie to miniſter the Sacrumnents, 
(for example of Penance) and yet as 
a-Prieft he cannot lawfully miniſter 
Sea. 16, . 81 them 


VI. Bratchefthe Oath i an/wered. 


them being in mortall ſinne : and 
therefore although he commit ſinne 
by vſing and exerciſing his Office ir- 
xeligiouſſy, yet the Sacrament is valid 
becauſe his being in ſinne doth not 
depꝛiue him of his authority, neither 


307 


doth he ſiane in that manner, as he 


ſhould doe, who miniſtteth the ſaid 
Sacrament without pric(Hy authority. 
See Widdringtan in his Anſwere to 


Maſter Fitzherb. part. 2. chap. 10 nu. 


33. pag. 28 6. et ſeq. where he hand- 
leththis mattet more at large. 

7. Fomrthly , according to your 
manner of arguing , you might allo 


proue, that the King hath not autho · 
ritie. to miniſter an Oath to his ſub- 
iects, that they hall acknowlcdge his 
Alaieſtie to be their Saueraigue Lord 
in temporals; and yet Fa. Parſons him- 
ſelfe afficmeth, that :bere & no Car bo- In the 

like who ſlicketh, or mabethᷣ difficultie iudgment 


to acknowledge and ſweare the ſame. 
And Becarus allo in the fiiſt Edition 

of his Ceatreuerſia Anglicana pag. 101, 
 atficmethachar it is cortaius to bim, that 
King James. « the Soueraigus Lord in 
tenrperali ouer his Dominion, For to 
Se& 16. | » vic 


A1 
6. 
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vie the like argument you framed a- 
boue; If it were certaine, that no- 
thing is exated by the aforeſaid Oath 
bot cemporall Allegiance, then we 
mighe not onely ſweare, but alſo were 
bound to ſweare, that ſuch an Oath 
were miniſtred by lawfull authoritie. 
But when it is queſtionable and vn- 
certaine, whether the Kings Maieſtie, 
or the Popes Helineſſe be the Sewer ai ve 
— not onely of t 

t (according er 
— — which — learned 
Victoris affirmetk te beattogitber im- 
probable, av in very deede it is) of all 
the Chriſtian Kingdoms in the world, 
and conſe whether the Xing 
exacting ſuch an Oath ef his Subiects 
ſhould cauſe them wrong the Pope or 
Charch, or make them ſweare a thing 
vncertaine, or with the hurt of their 
conſeiences, not being able many of 


3 them to conform themſelues to thoſe 


,whichthe 8 
eppoſite therein tot Cuuniſtt, doe 
make of ſuch an Oath; though they 
were true; for that they can perceiue 
ao folid ground therefore, T ſee not, 
„ | how 


WE IT 


A BramhvftheOutb if avfwered. tog 
kow we may lawfully ſweare, that ſuch 1 
an Oath is miniſtred vnte vs by law· 
full aurhoricie; But how inſuficĩient 
— manner of arguing ib, I haue ſſſe- 

partly in this Sion, and partly 

Saeed cord 

8. Flfcly, if we follow NI. il. 
dringronr -fOrftanſwer, whictr you: can 
not convince to be improbable, to 
wit, that the immediate Obiect of this 
— — — — 

gement aud waſlion that the 
Pope hath not any lawfull power or 
iuthoritie to depoſe the Kung, and not 
the abſolute propoſition, then the ar- 
gument yau make here is of no force 
at all, for of this our acknowledgment 
we mult be and are moſtcertaine and 
aſſured, Aud beuertheleſſe you know 

right well, that to prove any Branch 

he Oath vnlawfull, you muſt im- 
pugne all che explications M. id. 
dringtonhath made of that Branch, & 
that not onely with probable excep- 
tions, but with evident and coin. 

| cing demonſtrations, ' 
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& ey ones that i net altogither of 
c points belonging 


cc eth Oath; can ſweare, that be am hit 
< willingly, — _ wont doth — 
EE [wears again 

<rbough ao — it, if % 
cc pinion h prabable, 'wnl;ſſe we take 
« [willingly q ſer voluntarium ſecun 
c dum quid. bict wilingur fe © neuber 


N e A7 1 


2 our an ee be be 
not deceined, © * 


5 A. B. 
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„ 


— 
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eee, i 23. 


B55 fol this exception of yours | 
h not proue the Oath * be 
of 8 it /elfe ene l, but at the molt 
that ſome,who arc not of Widdringten 
opinion in all theſe points, can — 
take 


wk. 


—Y 
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take it againſt their opinion, or rather 
againſt their conſcience: And the 
ſame exception you might make, al- 
beit the Oath ſhould onely containe, 
that King Iames is our Soueraigne Lord 
in tempotalls. But this exception 
doth not proue, that thoſe, who he of 
Widdringrons opinion in all theſe 
points, belonging to the Oath, may 
not ſweare, that they take it willingly. ' 

2. Secendiy, albeit ſome he of this 
opinion, that the Pope hathᷣ authority 
to depoſe Princes, yet vnleiſe they 
hold it for cerraine, aud m poynt of 
fait h. and the contrarie doctrine alto- 
th er improbable, and out of all con- 
trouerſie among Catholikes, which 
neuert heleſſe all the world ſeeth to be 
a great controuerſie among them, 
they may, notwithſtanding their opi- 
2 lawfo on 

for that they may; and © 

2 2 | 
that the Pope hath not any true, reall, 
ſufficient; or lav full power to depoſe 
Princes, ur to pra ctiſe their depoſiti- 
on,which is the true and plaine means 
ivg of the Soruui and fourth Branch. 
Lek. 7 K 3 3. Thirdy, 


"Lia e Fiſt aifficultie againſt the - 


4. Tbwd(y, whereas you ſeeme to 
inGnuatre; that thoſe things, which are 
done through feare, are onely volun- 


taria ſecundum quid, willmg in ſome ſort, 
| and properly willing, and 
ſobe, that ſhould for feate of looling 


but hot , 


His libertie and goods, and incurring 
his t. Wezeflies diſpleaſure, take this 
Oath againſt his owneopinion, or al- 
ſo conſcience,ſhould not take it »:/l- 


tb. fpliciter d proprie, ſimply and 


properly, but onely ſecandum quid, in 
foret ſorts, yauare herein greatly mil- 
taken. Forgatoording to the common 
doctrine of all Philoſophers and Di- 


uines; feare doth onely cauſe ivpolan- \ 


turiam ſecuiuium ꝙuid, ouyilingne (ſe in 


fome ſort ; and thoſethingꝭ, which are 


done through feate, are n willing, 


which h¹,guſſe is both proper and 


ſuheient: Doe not many both ſweare 


and fotfweare very millng/y, againſt 
their opigions, yea, and conſciences 


alſo, for-loue..of their ſeaſuall:plea- 
ſores, for | 


ferment, forfearcofgrear danger 

procucing the fauout of —.— 
auoyding of their 
$8.47 .; 


indigaation ? You 


gteatgainę and pre- 


: 1 | xkoow, 


know, that a great loue and concupiſ. 
cence of any thing, which we greatly 
deſire, doth not cauſe vnwillingue ſſe, 
but rather increaſe it, and that where 
there is a great loue and deſite of ob- 
taining any thing, there is alſo a great 
feare of looſing, or not obtaining it. 
A Marchant deth very willingly, luc et 
nunc, in this particular caſe, when he is 
in danger of drowning, caſt his goods 
into the Sea to ſaue his life, which hee 
more loueth and reſpecteth, then his 
goods. And many men, who preferre 
their corporall pleaſures, and the auoi · 
ding of corporall puniſhment, before 
their ſoules health, doe very willingly 
lic et nuns in this particular caſe, ſpeak, 


ind doe many things againſt their o- 


pinions, and conſciences alſo. But it 
ſeemeth, that you abſtract from hic et 
nunc, from this particular caſe. and that 
you conſider yoluntarinum, or willing. 


aeſe, if that particular caſe were not, 


which is the cauſe of your errour, or 


_ miſtaking, for gue ſiunt ex mets, ſunt 


lie e munc ſimpliciter, abſolute, efficaci- 
ter & proprie volantaria , thoſe things 
that are dovefar ſaare, are, lic & nunc, 
Sef.17. K 4 : +4 * 
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in this particular caſe ſimply, abſolutely, 
actaaly, effectualy, and properly done 

willingly. 4 | 
4. But Fourthly, ſuppoſing the 
Oath to be lawfull, and miniſtred by 
lau full authoritie, an other moſt per- 
fect willingne ſſe is to be found in tak- 
ing this Oath, as likewiſe in the ob- 
ſeruing of all iuſt lawes. For we are 
bound to obſerue all iuſt la wes both 
of God, (although eternall damnati- 
on of ſoule and bodie be threatned a- 
gainſt the breakers of the ſame) and 
allo of za», (although great tempo. 
rall puniſhincuts are impoſed vpon 
the tranſgreilours thereof) not for 
feare of puniſhment, but hearrily wil. 
lingly, and ſincerely, for the loue of 
vertue, and for the duty and obedi- 
ence we owe to God, and the King: 
as it hath beene inſinuated in the 
New -yeeres-gift, and declared more 
at large by M. iddriugron in his The- 
ologicall Diſputation. And therefore 
vnleſſe you can fufficiencly proue 
ſome one of the former branches to 
be valawfull, you neede not inliſt vp- 
on this clauſe, © which according to 
Sef, 17. a g y our 


VI. Branch of the Oath i anſwered, 115 
your grounds, is therefore vnlawfull, 
beeauſe ſome one of the former clau- 
ſes is vnlawfull: albeit, as I haue ſhe w- 
ed, you cannot ſufficiently proue that 
this Oath may not, hir et nunc, ſuppo- 
ling the great temporall harme is in- 
curred by refuling it, be taken willing 
ly by ſome, who prefer their tempo · 
rall ſtate and goods of body and for- 
tune before their ſoules health, al- 
though we ſhould falſly ſuppoſe the 
Oath to be vnla full: & conſequent- 
ly this clauſe may he true in regard of 
ſome that take it willingiy, although 
they ſhould ſuppoſe ſome one, or all 
of the former clauſes to be repugnant 
to truth or juſtice. 
5. And thus you ſee ( good Sir 

thar I haue taken a little paines, and 
ſpent ſome time, which in very deede 
I could hardly at this preſent haue 
ſpared, to anſu er all your difficulties 
in particular, partly for your owne 
ſake and ſatisfaction, and partly of 
others, who, as I ſuppoſe, haue con · 
curred with you herein, whom, as alſo 
your ſelfe both in regard of our anci- 
ent acquaintance, and your ſingular 
Cect᷑. 17. learning 
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learning and great zeale, I much loue 
and reſpect. And truely I make no 
doubt, but that if you had beene as 
diligent to finde out arguments and 
anſwers in fauour of the Oath, as you 
haue beene to invent ſcruples againſt 
the ſame, you would quickly haue per- 
ceiued, that no one Clauſe of the 
Oath can be ſufficiently proued to be 
velayfull : eſpecially if you had ob- 
ſerued, that to prouethe Oath to be 
vnlau full, euident demonſtrations are 
required, but to proue it lawfull, only 
probable arguments and anſweres are 
ſufficient; and alſo that I haue here 


ſaid nothing, but what M.. Viddring - 


tos hath either expreſſely ſaid before, 


or may be clearely deduced from the 


grounds of his doctrine And ſo 
wiſhing you all happineſſe, I take my 


leaue, hoping, that if, notwithſtanding 
this my — cannotcouforme 


your conſeience to Mr. |iddriugtons 
condeipes & explication of the Oath, 


yet you will not condemne thoſe Ca - 
tholikes, who both ean and doe con- 


formethemſelues therevntozand that 
you will not be any cauſe, or occaſion 
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lf Branch of the Oath Here 


in ward er deede,of making a ſepara-. 
tion, diſynion, or Schiſme among 


your Catholike. brethren by exclu- 
ding them vniuſtly from, Eccleſialti- 
call Sacraments in regard of this con- 
trouerſie, for which in France they are 
not excluded, nor thought vnworthy 
to be admitted therevnto, and which 
(as Card, Peron notably obſerueth) 


On gh wot to binder the reunion of thoſe, p ia 
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who are out of the Church, & ſhould his 1:6 


deſire to be reconciied there unte, eſpe- great Re- 
cially, ſeing that the cõtrary doctrin Ply . 91. 
bath bin in France by many publike fr #33: 


Edict of Roman. Cat holibęs, cõdẽned 


vnder paine of high treaſon, for falſe, 


pernitious, ſcandalous, and ſeditious; 
but that you will ſeeke, as you wiſked 
aboue, to make an happy atonement, 


reconcilement, and peace among 


them, and not ouer raſhly and vncha- 
ritably to cenſure, for any point uhich 
is controuerſie among. Catholikes, 


their conſciences who, for cleare and 
vndoubted points of Catholike Reli- 
gion, are as ready and uilling to looſe 
by patient ſuffering, their goods, liber. 
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a The Fift difficultic frenltie anſwered | 
tie. and life it ſelfe, as your ſelfe;orany 
other Catholike whatſoeuer. 

From London this 13. of Novernb, 
1620. 


Tour very louis 1 
ancient Sc ooleſellow, 


R. P. 


Faults eſcaped. 


In the Summerie pag. C 2. lin, 5. read hail 
not. pag. 14. after e words _— c. adde, 


| | | but onely our ſincere acknewledgment t > pag. 
Fl | 93. lin. 24. n 


